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Pulpit-Poe s Ry, True PorgrrY: 


ol 


ANSWER 


Pulpit - Sayings: 


HEN' the Author of the Pulpit-Sayings firſt ap» 
peared in;the World, he undertook to. ſhew 
what the Papiſt is not, or how he is Miſrepre- 
| ſented; and what he really is, and how he is to 
be Repreſented. The firſt, he tells us, He exa&ly deſcrib'd according Papiſt. Mif- 
zo the Apprehenſion he had, when a Proteſtant : And the latter he re- repr. pref. 
preſents according to his own private Opinion, when a Papiſt, Prat and 
as he is told. So that in the. iſſue the whole is reſolv'd into * "0 Þ: O7: 
himſelf. Thus it was, and thus he Gill maintains the Humour ; | 
for what are the CharaQers he gives of a Papiit, but for the moſt 
t, the fruits of his own Imagination? And what doth he 
ring to confirm it, but, it is the Papiſt I am? What courſe doth 
he take to confute his Adverſaries, to confront their Authori- 
ties; but, if that be a Papiſt, I am none, I profeſs 1 renounce ſuch Putpir-Say« 
Popery. Nay, as if he acted ſub figillo Piſcatoris, and had by Des ings, p. 55. 
putation the Authority of the Chair, to determine and re- Epitt. ro the 
* .”.nouncez,.and the Keys of St. Peter to bind and looſe, to let in Reader. 
and out of their Communion, as he ſees fit; he aſſures us, that . 
: '-whoever will be a good Papiſt , muſt diſclaim every point that is here ſet Ibid, 
down by the Pulpits as Articles of Religion. And again the Papift Rer 
preſented T own it, it's the oy am and whoever —_ 20 = P. 55. 
aradter 


P. 55. 


To the Rea- 
der. 


Pulpit-Popery, True Popery ; 
Charatter in that very Form | of the Papiſt Repreſented ] har done 
what is required,” as to thoſe. particulars, to be made a Member of our 
Communion. ns 

So that if T declare, T profeſs T renounce on one ſide; and I am, 


- T do own, on the other, is ſufficient to determine the Point, and 


will be taken. for an Anſwer by his Adverſaries, there is no more 
to be ſaid. | 

But though our Author may ſuitably enough to the temper of 
the Church he is now of, be thus aſſuming and dogmatical, and 
may for ought we know, thus expound, transform, and deter- 
mine with Allowance ; yet there is no reaſon why he ſhould pre- 
{cribe to the Church he has forſaken, and that his Apprebenfions 
be taken for the Apprehenſions of all of that Communion. This 
he now thinks a little unreaſonable, and could be content for 
once to own it, if his preſent Undertaking be allowed to come 
in the place of it. For thus he faith, If any makes Exceptions 


dgainft the Charatter of a Papiſt thus diſgnir'd , as *twas drawn there, 


in the Papiſt Miſrepreſented | D'le never quarrel pon that ſcore, let 
that be rad out. — | | 
-, But however, tho he thus drops his awn Apprehenſions, (as 
well as he had his 37. Points of Bepreſentation) and at once 


gives away half his'Labourz/ yet like a true Maſtey of Defence, 


he mounts the Stage again, and renews the Fight; for by the 
help of fome hy rt he thinks he has given life to his 
otherwiſe dying Cauſe. Let that, faith he, beraz'd ont, and theſe 


Others take place, which "tis Ithely are more Authentick, ' What ! more 


Amnthentick than his own Apprehenfions ! O yes, for its ſuch a Popery, 
and ſuch a Papiſt as iis deſerib'd by Miniſters in their Pulpits, — It 
which there are many things charged upon them, without either Truth aud 
Sinterity; and conſequently, *tis not without grounds they complain of 
Myrepreſeming: $4 


1. But why the Pulpits? Are-not the ſam? things in Books 


_ of Controverſy 3 and are they not there more fully explain'd and 


debated? Thither therefore in reaſon we ought to be ſent to 
underftand how the Proteſtants Repreſent the Papiſt, Bur then 
our Author had not had the opportunity of exclaiming-againft 
thoſe high Places (as he Phraſes it) from whence, it ſeerns, they 
have received no little Damage ; or which is worſe, he had been 
engagcd in a Diſpute, which is not his Prrince, as he tells us 
( þ. 28.) | | 03 
2, Put 


hae ce tg 2 Bled. 3 Recs WE JO" Rn ES 
' & ls TE" nl 
, 


in Anſwer to Pulpit ſayings. 
2, But if ſome Pulpits have miſrepreſented them in ſome ca- 


ſes, what is that to the Pulpits in general ? What is that to our 
Church ? He has been already told, that we are far from defen- 


ding ſuch Miſrepreſentations, if ſuch there be. That which we adhere to, Pract. p 9,10. 


is the Dotirine and Senſe of our Church,as it is by Law eſtabliſhed ; and 
what Repreſentations are made agreeable thereto, we undertake to defend, 
and no other. Can he think we are any more concern'd in the 
miſtakes or infirmities of others, then he thinks himfelf to be 7x 


3 


Dodtr. and 


the looſe and extravagant opinions of their own Doftors, Schoolmen, and To the Rea- 


Caſwiſts ? And is it not reaſonable he ſhould allow the ſame Law 4r;and p. 56. 


co others heis forced fo frequently to plead in his own defence ? 

- 3+ But further,ſuppoling that ſome of the Pulpits have Miſrepre- 
ſented the Papilt in ſome points,and in thoſe points he diſclaims ; 
yet are there no points beſides they differ m ? And if theſe were 
fer afide, would the Church of England and Rome be one ? What 
thinks he of the many points I timd in the ſame Sermons he 
quotes;that he civilly paſſes by ? Such as theſe, That the Church of 
Rome is alone the Catholick Church out of which is no Salvati- 


on. That the Pope is the Univerſal Head of that Church. : That 


that Church is Infallible ? What thinks he of Tranſfubſtantiation, 
Purgatory, Invocation of Saints, Communion in one kind, Di- 
vine Service and Scriptures in an Unknown Tongue, Merit and 
Works of Supererogation, the Worſhip of Images ; Ilmplicic 
Faith, lndulpances) Depoſtcn of Princes, &c? Laſtly, What 
thinks he of the great point he all along omitted (as he is char- 
ged) that a Papiſt doth not only believe the Dottrines defin'd in the 
| Comneil of Trent to betrne, but alſo to be nereſſary to Salvation ? Are 
not theſe the Dodtrmes - the Co = _ "oP arc a0t the 
Pulpits as much employ'd in confuting theſe,as thole of preyiiig to 
Hag.mg and parting vhet traft in them, and the other Falter and 
Abominations (as he calls them) charged an his Church ? And do 
not-the Proteſtants think as ill of thoſe poirits-he owns, as of 
thoſe he difclaims ? | | 

' 4. But how come they of the Church of Reme to ſtart this charge 
of Miſrepreſentation, who are of all Churches in the world the 
' moſt guilty of it? Or how comes our Author to continue it, 
who neither duxſtfo.much as vindicate others or himſcK when 


Dodtr. and 
Pract. p. 12. 


convicted of it >! The learned Author of the View enter'd the View, p. 106, 


Field, and'threw down-the Gantlet, but our Author fairly flinks 
aſide, and leaves his Brethren to mw under the Amputation.of 
2 the 


ro 119. 


4 Pulpit-Popery, True Popery ; 

| the fouteſt Miſreprefentations. And this 1s not to be wonder'd at, 
P. 61. 102, when he has not one word of Reply to, all the Accuſations of 
-1C3, that kind there produced againſt himſelf. And yet to give a fur- 
ther Specimen how far this diſingenuous quality has prevaiF'd 

upon his temper, he ſtill proceeds in the ſame courſe, and to be 

| quit with the Pulpits, which he faith, are forward in making cha- 
To the Rea- raters of the Papiſts, he is as forward in making characters of 
der. the Pulpits. The buſineſs of ſo many Pwlpits | ten thouſand,open every 
; week he faith |] ;s chiefly to make exceptions,pick holes,quarrel, ridicule : 
Pulpit Say- 11d the more excellent they are at their work, the more they gain upon 
T_T er Auditory. And that he may not be wanting , he will be at 
his Plots too, and follow what he calls Oat's Divine way of In- 

Good Advice formation. He had tried once before to form a delign of this 
to the Pulpits kind, when he would have Sermons preach'd many years ago 
P-67. againſt Popery to contain ſevere refle&ions upon his preſent Majeſty, 
Apology for But that he was ſoon made ſenſible of, and has not a ſyllable to 
+2 pie excuſe, And yet-he will be again at his Innzend»'s, for thus he 
Fy lays the Scene, Methinks the Pulpits, ſaith he, ſhould be more tender 
Pulpit Say- F4 their way 4 than to venture upon the ſame Method (which he be- 
ings, p. 43. fore charges -them with) with the Son, which prov'd ſo fatal to the 
Father, and dangerous to the Brother. But 1 fear the exceſs of jealoufie 
for their Religion, puts them upon being too bold with their Prince \, and 
that by a juſt judgment of Heaven, they are blindly praGifing the very 
principles they have ſo often charged upon the Papitts , making their 
Chmrches Intereſt the center of their Religion, Preaching Faftion inſtead 

; of Faith, &. © : (ih 
Such expreſſions as theſe are not thrown out at all adventure; 
and we may ſoon gueſs what they tend to,and it's 2 fatr warning, 
Thus far for- the Pulpits ; but to ſhew what a Talent he has 

at Character-making, he will turniſh us alſo with that of the 
Pag, 6. true Son of the Church of England , viz. A Genuine Son of the 
Church of England, is #0 have a good ſtock, of this implicit - Faith 

by bim, and to believe and ſpeak,, though he knows nothing at all. 

Again, This is to the Proteſtant Tune , - If a man can't tell bow 
_ to run down Popery, though he knows nothing of it, he's no true Son of 

' #he Church of England. So that quarrelling and ridiculing is the 

work it ſeems of the Preachers, and a delight init, the temper 

of their Auditors.z and to ſpeak all at once; Ignorance and Ar- 

rogance, Slander and Impudence are in his opinion the Ingredi- 
ents of a true Son of the Church of England. This is the faithful 
B+. : Re- 


Repreſenter, the ſoft Advifer, the prudent Cautioner, the im- 


partial Character-maker, the Preacher of Charity, the Deteter 


of Impoſtures and 'diſguiſements, and the great undertaker ' of 

ſetting every thing upon its proper Baſis, and bringing it into its 

true place and order. | 

' 5+ But-what if after all, this PxIpit-Popery is true Popery; and 

that nothing is charged upon them as a Principle, but what the 
Pulpits learn'd from themſelves ? 

But, ſays ſome Body, hold your hand, 'and make no fuch at- 


Diſclaimings, Abborrings, and Abominatings * Does not he de-' 


in Anſwer to Pulpit-Sayings. 


tempt, for can that be done after all his Deteſtations, Renowneings, = the Rea. 


 clare that theſe DoG&rines as here ſet down by the Miniſters, and char- Page 54. 


ged upon the Papiſts, he not only abominates, but that if that-fo 
to believe, be a Papiſt, he would be a Turk as ſoon as @ Papiſt. 
But theſe Rhodomantads's come ſo often in, that 1I' perceive 
they are words of courſe with him 3 and. ſhall therefore tile 
them. up with his Anathema's 1n his Papiſt Repreſented and Miſrepre= 
ſented, till I find due place for, a further Animadverſion; and fo 
paſs-on to the Examination of this his Vindication of his Good 
Advice to the Pulpits. *For the better grace of which his perfor= 
mance; he has diſtributed his "matter into fourteen CharaQers of 
a Pulpu-Papiſt. arte 
. .But. what's become _of the former method obſerved in his 
Good Advice? What.of: the tive Cautions ? What. of the twenty- 


eight Aſſertions extraged out of the Sermons, as inftances of 


their foul Miſrepreſentations?Certainly had he in-earneſt intended 
to have given xjuſk Anſwer.to his Adverſary . or was conſcious 
to himſe]f of having pertormed it, he would have kept as much 
as might be to his former Method, which the Apologiſt carefully 
followed him-in, that the whole might lye fair before the Rea- 
der's cye; and he might lay his finger upon' the point in debate 
betwixt them.. But that was not to his puxpoſe 3 he thought he 
. might give the matter a- more clever turn, if he Mid off from 
his Cautions and Aﬀertions , and diſpos*d the whole into Chara- 


. ers. ;Aſertions are dangerous points, and "require proof and . 


debate; and.it would be cxpefted the matter ſhould in that way 
| be brought to an ilſye. But for Characters, a Writer may go,on 
- eternally, it requizes; only alittle kill yi Repreſencation, and'the 


work-is done. Andit.xcquixes but a ſpark” of.'contidence to tell his Pulpit-Say- 


Method 


VP 


Reader that he. proceeds #0 this Examen ['of the Apology] in the ing, 


Pag. 13. 


Tbid. Chara- 
cer, 1, 2, 3, 
TITS 


P. 5, 


To the Rea- 
der. 
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Prlpit-Popery, True Popery ; 
Method of the Good Advice to the Pulpits, and. prefently his Chara- 
&ers fall back into Cautions and Aﬀertions, by the Figure of 
making two things to be:one, and of denying and aftirming 
without a contradiction. But if he will be at his Charaers, how 
come particular matters of Fad to. belong to a Character ? Or 
how.is it that what belongs to a particular ſort, is applied to the 
whole? Would it not be very ridiculons to deſcribe a Papilſt 
after the way taken by -our Author, and to tell the world, A 
Papiſt is one that was engaged in an execrable Plot to take away 
the Life of bis late Majeſty. A Papilt is one, that ha4's Hand in 
the Horrid Plot of the Murder of King Charles the Firft, A Pa- 
piſt is one that fired London. A Papilt is one that has bis Emifſe- 
ries up and down to preach Schifm and Sedition. A Papift is one, 
What? why, the different Orders of Religion are ſo many Setls of 
Religion. And yet, thus it muſtbe, if CharaQers are Charaers. 
Did ever- the Pulpits talk at this looſe and fenfleſs rate, fo as to 
draw Characters from a particular Fat? And might it not as 
well be ſaid, A Papiſt is one that writes Repreſentations, and Good 
Advices, and Pulpit-Sayings ? This is a way peculliar- to our Au- 
thor, for ought I have obſerved, among Werreers of Characters 3 
and T'le aſſure him he was very ſecure, when he offered this Pro- 
poſal , Let them take this Pulpit-draught along with them , and com- 
pare it with all the Papiſts they kpow, or can hear of ; tet them ſee, 
whether they anſwer that Charafter. Would it not be more proper 
if we were to give the CharaQter of a Papift, and will proceed 
upon Particulars, to reſolve them into a General, and to ſee 
whether, for exarnple , they have not fach Principles mn the 
Church of Rome, as not only have put them upon, but do 6blige 
them to ſome Practices too near a'km to fome of theſe before 
{poken of; And for an inftance of which T ſhall refer him to- 
Dotirines and Praftices, p. 102 and 163, and to a'Papift not My- 
pro aed » 'Þ- 49; Now the producing” the Anathema's of his 

hurch againſt theſe Point®, and an Authoritative Abrenunci- 
tion of them, would do more to remove the oecafiom of  oiev Jo' many 
years Diſturbances , and to wipe off the Standals w_ -apainſt them 
From the Pulpit, or elſewhere, than all the Traffs that he has pub- 
liſhed ; and is as much a Satisfaction they owe to the World, as 
any he would preſcribe to the Pulpits in his firſt Charaffer : when 
we hear of this, I dare afſare him there ſhalt be no want in the 
other, But however *tis but reafonable to give him the hear- 
1ng. | Fiſt 


in Anſwer to Pulpit-Sayings. 
Firſt Charatler of a Pulpit-Papiſt. 


The Papiſts in the Tear 1679. &c. were engaged in a Horrid Exe- 
crable Plot, &C. ” 

In theſe Colowrs , faith he , 2yere the Paſs ſet out by the Pulpits. 
And why not ſet owt by the King, Lords and Commons in Par- 
lament? Why not by the Higheſt Courts of Judicature? Did 
the Pulpits take the Depofitions and Examinations? Did the 
Palpits ſet forth Proclamations? Did the Pulpits paſs Votes, 
and make Acts, and ſign Narratives? Did the Pulpits Try, | 
Condemn, and Execute? Did the Palpits, laſtly, A Faſts, 
and require publick Solemnitics to be obſeryed ? Or are the Pul- 
pits to enquire into all Fas, and to give no Credit to'the Re- 
ports, or no Obedience to the Orders of Superiors concerning 
them ? If this was the caſe of the Pulpits,. then the Title of this 
his Chapter would not be amiſs; but he knows for what reaſons 
it better deſerves another; and in xcaſon ought to be the Chaxa- 
Ger of a ——Papifi. ; To 


Second Charaller of a Pulpit-Popift- 


The Popiſh Jeſuits bad - a hand in that horrid Plat of the Murder of 
King Charles I. &&c, | F = K. Rot 

But if it were Popiſh Jeſuits that were thus challenged by 
Pulpits, rapes. is BM , the Charader of a Pulpas-Papif ? 
Since I hope all the Practices of the Jeſuits. can no moxe be 
charged upon the Papiſi, than every Papiſt will be content to be 
a Jeſuit. And therefore it's very wide from the Sayers purpoſe, to 
ſhew this to be impoſſible , becauſe of the Nobility, Gentry, and 
Commonalty, that tought and loft their Lives in Defence of his Ma- 
jcfiy. For it has been ng ſtrange thipg for many of all Condigi- 
ons to go ane way, and yetthe Jeſuit ro goanother. The times 
of Henry 3+ and 4: of France, will give us inſtances enough of 
this matter. I could with that he had kept the Challenge to | 
himſelf, for having made jt, he has made It neceſſary. to anſwer - 
it, It's this ,- The ole | alt; 
to produce even Ten . gi IT may ſay Two, that in all that Confuſion 
of Ciel Wars, ever drew Sword againſt bim. 1 ſhall nat here offer 
him the Inſtances of Capt. Tho. Priton, and Capt, Wright, _— 
ONcdar 


nge bas been made to all forts of Proteſtants, P. 16. 
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Foxs &c. oned in Foxes and. Firebrands» both. becauſe they ſerved under 
'Part 2. p. 88. Oliver; and alſo, becauſe. it's one of his Strzet-Pamphlets (as he 
ang 91. calls them ) but:ſhall lay before him undeniable Authorities, 
Such is that of the Royal Martyr himſclt, who' in a Declaration 
Exact. Col- of his, faith, All men know the great number of Papifts which ſerve 
left. p. 647. jn their. Army,, Commanders and, others. We are confident @ far greater 
Lond. 1643. number of that Religion is in the Army of. the Rebels than our own, 
L* Hiſtoire The other ſhall be that of Rob. Mentet de Salmonet, a Secular Prieſt, 
des Troubles who in his Hiſtory of the Troubles of England, ſaith, That at 
de la Grand {he Battel of Edge-bill, ſeveral Pritfts were found ſlain on the Parlia- 
IIgns. DP. ment fide: For although in their Declarations they . called the King's 
95- Army, a_Popiſh Army, thereby to render it” odious to the people; yet 
they had in their Army #6 Compaties of Walloons, and other Roman- 
Catholicks. The Book perhaps may not lye in every ones way ; 
but the paſſage is tranſcribed into Sir William Dugdale's View of 
the late Troubles in England, P. 564. An. 1642. 

As for the Anthority of the French-Preacher, let it be as it will ; 
but I think it would have been'a greater ſatisfaction to the 
World, if they had accepted his Challenge Printed and Reprint- 
&d, and queſtioned him for it when alive, rather than after his 

death, to appeal to Proteſtants whether it' be not a Fable. 


Third Charatler of 8 Palpit-Papiſt. 


"The Papiſts were the Inſtruments in the Fire of London, e&&c. 

This fa charges upon the Preacher as an Aggravation of 
his Miſrepreſentation, That he ſhould vent this almoſt Twenty years 
after, [ 1683 ] when the whole matter had been tbroughly coifider?d 
And tho there were no other grounds whereon to build this charge, be- 
fides the clamour and affefted jealoufies.of the, people, and the confeſſion - 
of a diſtrafied man, whoſe Religion was not much of any kind, but 
fill profeſſedly a Proteſtant 3 Tet wpon theſe grounds, &c, 1 am not 
ſo wcll acquainted with the Huttory of this, as to know when 
#his whole matter was througly confider'd; * And it's likely the 
Preacher was as ignorant as [ach : Nor .do I know upon what 
rods he proc.eded; but tho it might be ( as our Author 

' faith ) That the diſftraffed Man's Religion was not much of any kind, 
yet I have been aſſured upon good grounds, that he did not 
dye a Proteſtant. | 


Fourth 
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in Anſwer to Pulpit.Sayings. 
Fourth Character of a Pul pit-Papiſt, 


The Papiſts have their Emiſſaries up and down to preach Schiſme and 
Sedition into the Peoples ears. By fuch Arts as theſe, they infinuate 
themſelves among the poor deluded People of our ſeparate Congregations, 
and joyning with them in their Clamours againſt the Church of Eng- 
land, crying it down for Superſtitions, and Popiſhly affefied, they 

p pe for gifted Brethren, and real Popery is carry'd on by ſuch Diſ- 

wiſes. 

: Here our Author firſt of all inveighs againſt the thing, and 
then againſt the Pulpits for charging it upon them. Here, faith 
he, the Papiſfts are ſet forth in a Sermon before the Honourable the 
Judges, as great Hypocrites, Religious Cheats and Impoſtors. A 
foul Crime ! and if true, ſufficient to caſt the Papiſts | he ſhould ſay, 
fuch ſpiritual Factors | owt of the number of Chriſtians ; but if falſe, 
and not as here ſet out, as ſufficient on the other fide , to bring the Pul- 
pits under that as black, Charafter of Miſrepreſenting. This is indeed 

. to come up to the point, and I ſhall readily cloſe with him up- 
on it. ), MN | | 

The Apologiſt to fhorten his Work » and to take down the 
Confidence of the Adviſer without bearing too hard upon the 
Party , contented himſelf with pointing his Adverſary to three 

_ or four Authors for Information in this Cafe ; ſuch as the Qua- 
ker Unmask'd , the New Diſcovery, the falſe Jew, and Foxes and 
Firehrands. Now to this he replies, Who would not have expedited 
' that the Anſwerer would have ſpent a few Lines in making good ſuch 
_ Authorities, and proving them to be Authentick beyond Exception ? =— 
And then after his. manner, breaks forth into a wonderful Ex- 
_ clamation, Good God! that Men ſhould pretend to teach their Auditory 
the Goſpel, and mom are-thus challenged in a particular of this 
Moment, then to fly to Foxes and Firebrands, and laying by the 
Seripture, take Refuge in Libels and Street-Pamphlets ! Now who 
. . would not have expefied that he would have ſpent a few Lines in dil- 
- proving theſe Amthorities ? If he-could have done this, he had 
done ſomewhat but it's eafier to call a thing a Libel, than to 
prove it. Well! What is the proof he expeds?-That it be 
Authentick, beyond Exception ? But when ſhall it paſs for Amben- 
tick beyond Exception ? Nothing leſs,it ſeems,than Scriptwre, is ſuffi- 
cient, For, faith he, when they are thus challenged, laying by the 
C | Scripture, 


Foxes and 


Firebands , 
Pr. I. p. 14, 


65c. 


Ibid. p.31,0c. 
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Scripture ,, they take refuge in Libels and Street-Pampblets, Here I 
muſt ingenuoaſly confeſs, that we are at a loſs, and that we read 
nv more in the Scripture of ſuch Emiſſaries, as Faithful Commin, 
and Thomas Heth, than he does of the Miracles of Xaverius, or the 
Revelations of St. Bridget, and the Extaſies of Magdalen de Pazzi. 
But did ever any man in the Worlg, before our Author, put a 
caſe upon this ifſue, and require Scripture-proof for matters of 
Fact, or charge his Adverlary with laying aſide Scripture, be- 
cauſe he brings not Scripture to prove 1t ? 

But ſuppoting they have as good Authority, as what they 
can produce for the Legends of their Church ; will it not be as Au- 
themick? Let us therefore proceed ( as he calls it ) to. the Exa- 
men. The firſt Book (which he has a particular pique againſt) 
is what is calld Foxes and Firebrands ; which is full of Relations 


. of this kind. There we read of one Faithful Commin, a Dominican, 


who (in the year 1567. came over to England, pretending to be 
a Proteſtant) refuſed to be preſent at the Prayers of the Church, 
alledging that they were but the Maſs tranſlated ; had-a ſeparate 
Congregation, 'prayed for hours together with much Groaning, 
and many Tears; and in hisgermons, ſpoke as much againſt 
Rome, and her Pope, as any of the Clergy (as he pleaded before 
the Queen and Council.) And yet all this while acted a part, 
to delude the People, and do Service to his Church, ' 

This Narrative is an Extract out of the Memorials of the Lord 
Cecil, and was tranſmitted to Biſhop Vſherz and among his Pa- 
pers came into the hands of Sir James Ware, late one of His Ma- 
jctties Privy Council in Treland, and publiſhed by his Son Robert 
Ware, E1q;. 

| In the next year 1568. there was another . of our Author's 


The Copy of Impoſtors dete&ted, Thomas Heth a Jeſuit, who pretended much to 


this was taken 
, Out of the Re- 
giſtry of the 

Epiſcopal See 


ſpiritual Prayers.declaiming againſi.Set-Forms;and when brought M. 


before the Biſhop of Recheſter, ſaid he-thereby endeavorred to make 
Religion the purer,—— and that be laboured to refine the Proteſtants, 


of Rochefter, and to take off all ſmacks of Ceremonies, "that in the leaft do tend to the 


Romiſh Faith; and the better to conceal himſelf , ſpoke againſt 


© the Jeſuits, and declared that he was fallen from that Society. And 


yet all this while was as much theirs, as ever, and did all by Al- 
lowance. For he was diſcovered by a Letter drop'd out of his 
Pocket in the Pulpit at Rocheſter, and written from one Samuel 
Malt a Jeſuit of Note which, after DireQions given to _ 

. ow 


7p \ 
in Anſwer to Pulpit-ſayings. 
how to govern himſelf in theſe matters, thus concludes : This 
we have certified to the Council and Cardinals, That there is no other 
way to prevent People from turning Hereticks , and for the recalling of 
others back, again to the Mither Church, than by the Diverſities of Do- 
Grines, There was beſides, found in his Boots, a Licenſe from 
the Jeſuits, and a Bull dated the firſt of Pizes Qrintus, to teach 
what Dofirine that Society pleaſed, for the dividing of Proteſtants. And 
in his Trunk were ſeveral Books for denying Baptiſm to Infants , 
&c. This was a Cauſe openly heard , and he openly puniſh'd 
for itz and in our Author's Opinion very delervedly'; tor as he 
well obſerves upon this occafion, Tho Diſſimwlation and Delufion 
be abominable every where, yet never more than in ſpiritual Matters , 
and concerns of the Soul. 0 ; 

So much for this Book, and its Authority. Proceed we to the 
next, the Falſe erp 3 this Book contains the Hiſtory of one Tho- 
mas Ramfey, Son to Doftor Ramſey, Phylician to the King, who 
being bred up in the Jeſuits College in Rome, and well infiruct- 
cd in the Hebrew Tongue, was ſent forth, and became a pre- 
tended Few under the name of Foſeph Ben Iſrael Chaving been al- 
{o Circumciſed) and coming for England, at Newcaſtle profeſſed 
himſelf a Chriſtian Convert; but ſoon ſfiruck'in among the Ara- 
baptifts, and was baptized by them at Hexham. The whole cauſe, 
after the Diſcovery, was heard before H. Dawſon the Mayor, 
1653, where this was partly prov'd againſt him, and 'partly 
confeit. The Narrative was publiſhed by the Miniſters of New- 
caſile at that time. 

The two other Books, The ©naker Unmask'd,and the New Diſ- 
covery, were publiſht by Mr. Pryn 1656. In which he gives an ac- 
count of one Coppinger a Franciſcan, that with others of the ſame 
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upon Oath. If our. Author is curious this way, 'I-ſhall ſoon fur- 
niſh him with other Anthentick, Teſtimonies of this kind : But I 
"ſuppoſe this may be more than he deſires: For if #his be trwe,how 
will he reconcile this to Chriſtianity ?'and who -are they that in 
his opinion deferve #0'be caſt out of the number of Chriſtians ? As 
for his long Excurſion about Legends , I' ſhall reſerve it to'its: 
proper place, 


C2 Fifth 
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Fifth Charadter of a Pulpit-Papiſt. 


The different Orders of Religion amougft the Papiſts, are neither bet- 

" ter nor worſe than ſo many Sefis, and ſeveral Caſts of” Religion 3 only 
they have that advantage in managing their Diviſions, which we have 
not ; to pack up theiv Fanaticks in Convents and Cloyfters, and ſo bring 
them under ſome kind of Rule and Government. 

Here the: 4pologiſt had charged the Adviſer with a Falfification, 
but he is {o- kind to himſelf as to paſs'it over, and truly fo will 
the Apologift in conſideration of the kindneſs he hath now done, 
in giving him a further account of the Sermon here quoted, 
which (for want of dire&tion as to Author or Bookſeller ) he 
could not procure. The Preacher being defirons, ſaith our Author, 
to take off that foul blemiſh of ſo. many Sets and Diviſions rending the 

_Proteſtant Church (it ſeems there is now in his opinion another 
Church) of England inconfiftent with the wnity of Chriſt*s true Church, 
and ſo often objefted againſt them by Catholicks, falls into that common 
Topick of covering the defefts of his own Church, by calumniating that 
of bis Neighbour, and therefore be boldly makgs up to his. Auditory, and 
tlls them,, That the Unity the Papiſts boaſt of in their Communion, is 
but a pretence, whereas they have really more Diviſions in their Religion, 
than they, charge ours with ;, and then goes on in the words of the Cha- 
rafter above cited. | 

Out. of this Diſcourſe of the Preacher, our Author draws 
three Particulars, pag. 27. 

I. That in the Church of Rome there are more Diviſions than 
they charge ours with. ? | 

2. That their Religious Orders are neither better nor worſe than ſo 

many Sefts and ſeveral Caſts of Religion. 

3» That they have their Fanaticks packt up in Convents. 

And he thould have added another from the Apology, 


4+ That thus to pack, them up in Convents, is an advantage their " 


Church makes of it. : | 

Our Author. having thus drawn. out the ſenſe of the Preacher, 
and made what he will of the ſenſe of the Apologift, concludes, 
He muſt give me leave to ſet down theſe three Aſſertions of the Pulpit for 
Jo many clear Inſtances of moſt foul Miſrepreſenting. But by his leave I 
ſhall review his account of this matter, I am not obliged in ſtrid-: 
neſs to concern my ſelf in the firſt Head, being neither charged 

, " 


upon 


in Anſwer to Pulpit-Sayings.” 

npon the Preacher in the Good Advice, nor ſo much as mention- 
ed in the Apology 3 but yet he ſhall find me a fair Adverſary, and 
not willing ay 4 upon my Terms, but take the work as he 
has cut it out for me. | 

I. The Unity the Papiſts boaſt of, is but a pretence 5 whereas they 
have really more Diviſions in their Keligion than they charge ours with. 
This our Author ſaith is a Calzmniating of them and is one of his 
Foul Miſrepreſentations. And yctafter all, doubt it will return up- 
on himſelf : For if there be a real and perfe& Union, it's ſurely 
to be ſeen in their preſent obedience to the ſame Church- Authority, as 
our Author words it, pag. 26. or in a perfe&t Union of Mem- 
bers among themſelves, in charity. Or in being of the ſame belief, 
as our Author ſuggeſts. And yet if wecome to examine it in this 
Method, we ſhall fnd Breach upon Breach. For, 

(1.) What Schiſms have there beer in that Church- Authority? no 
leſs-than thirty (Cas Onzphrizs reckons) in the Papacy, ſome of 
which continued ten, ſome twenty, and one fifty years? _ 

(2.) What actual Diſobediences to that Authority in the times 
of Innocent 4th. Urban Sth. and at this ſeaſonare inthe Gallican 
Church ? 

(3-) What infinite Quarrels betwixt the Biſhops and the Friers, 
the Friers,and Pariſh-Prieſts, in the times of Gregory. 9th. Innocent 
4th. Alexander 4th. Martin 4th. Boniface 8. Clement 5th. Benedict 
TOth, &c. from age toage, even to that infamous one in the laſt 
age here betwixt the Seculars and Regulars? One Pope revoking 
anothers Decrees, and oftentimes annulling their own, as did 
Innocent, Martin and' Boniface, 8c. 

(4.) Come we to their Union in Doftrine, and we ſhall find 
that but a pretence. For where have there been ſharper conflicts 


than among them about the Seat and Extent of Infallibility, Pre- 


determination, and the Immaculate Conception, &c ? Each char- 
ging the other with Herelie-: as the Feſuits and Fanſeniſts about 
the Firſt ; the Dominicans and Fefuits about-the ſecond ; the Fran- 
ciſcans and Dominicans about the third. Thus far therefore We are 
not agreed with our Author; for if actual and material Diviſions 
betwixt Head and Head ,, Head and Members, Members and 
Members, will make a plea to Union tobe but a pretence, then 
ſo it is with them. . ITO 

2, Their Religious Orders are neither better nor worſe 'than Jo. many 


Secs and Caſts of Religion. This, py” ou Frcniavs; oo _— 


# 
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Falſhood ; and the Vindicator that undertakes to defend the Prea- 
cher.js in his opinion no better than # vain Trifler, in publiſhing ſuch 
anidle Ap»l»gy. But why ſo? Becauſe when the Preacher had faid, 
that the Orders among the Papiſts are ſo many Sets, the account he 
gives of it is, that they are ſo many diftind Bodies, that having differ- 
ent Founders, Rules. Habits, and Opinions, by which an Emulation is begot 
betwixt Order and Order, they become divided among themſelves, and 
when occaſion is offer*'d, do aftually war upon one another in their way. 
Now, faith our Author, world not a School-boy have been ſcourged 
for ſuch a ſleeveleſs frivolous excuſe ? which he ſaith, may be as well 
applicd to our Colleges in the Univerſities, as to their Convents, 
But was this all the Apologiſt undertook ? and did he thus con- 
clude his defence of the Preacher ? | 

When he had thus ſhewn what is meant by their Orders, and 


how Emulations and Quarrels might ariſe, and what occaſions 


were given for them in point of Rules, Habits and Opinions, did 
he not proceed to ſhew of what ſort theſe Differences were in 
the very next words after thoſe quoted by the Sayer ? Surely he 
might in his Tranſports have ſo far condeſcended, as to touch 
upon thoſe points, and ſhewed a little of his skill in proving the 
Differences betwixt the Franciſcans and Dominicans about the Im- 
maculate Conception, to have been no other than a School-opinion in 
our Colleges ; and that notwithſtanding all. the Feuds betwixt 
the Jeſuits and Dominicans, the Franciſcans and yr ons there 
mentioned, they, are (as he would have it) only different parts, not 
dividing but making up the whole. He complains of the Preacher 
that he ſo worded it, that ns Proteſtant of bis Auditory but muſt re- 
cezve this Notion;that as in England,ſo likewiſe in the Church of Rome, 
there are different Seiis of Religion , and Fanatickg to divide it. And 
let any Proteſtant or other read the Hiſtory of their long conten- 
tions about the fize of their Hoods , and the Immaculate Con- 
> 5. and he will read a notable Comment upon the Preach- - 
er's words,and ce that he has not miſrepreſented them. I would 
fain know of our Author what he thinks of a Controverlie that 
hath filled Kingdoms, Cities, Univerſities, Cloyſters, with Tu- 
mults and Diſorders ; Pulpits and Schools with contentions, In- 
vectives and Revilings ; that hath concerned Kings, Popes and 
Councils in compoſing ;z and at laſt grew to that height, that 
after 300 years. bickerings, Popes themſelves, though ſolicited 
from time to time not only by the Heads of the Faction, but by 
| Princes 
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Princes themſelves, yet either could not, or thought it not ſafe 


and adviſcable to determine it ? 
Let me ſum it up in the Words of the King of Spain's Embaſ- 


ſfador to the Pope, to move him to come to a Reſolution upon it. Legatio Phi- 

Confid:r the loſs of many Souls, theeDiſcord of the Church.the Diſſentions lippi, oo 4 
aulo 5. &: 

Gregor.15.per 


- . ; . Wad- | 
notice of this caſe laid before him, or how he could, after he —_ — On A 


of Cities , the great Dangers that hang over the Kingdom. Let our 
Author conlider this, and tel] me for what reaſon he took no 


had read it, charge the Preacher with an abſolute Falſhood ? 
For this, I ſhall refer him further to a late Book call'd, The 


Virgin Maxy Miſrepreſented by the Roman Church, $.3, and 4. 


But here our Author relieves himſelf, That this may be ſeen in 
the &ucen Dowager's Chappel, in which officiate Monks, Friers, Do- 
minicans, Feſwits, and Clergy, that is, ſo many different Orders of 
Men , and yet without any difference in Religion, or diſagreement in 
Faith, But will he fay, there arg no differences between the 
Friers and P:1inicans, the Jeſuits and the Clergy in thoſe Caſes, 
when they charge each other with Hereſy ? or becauſe they ſeem 
to agree, or do there agree, there is Men nothing of this between 
Order and Order? This is much ſuch an Argument, as if one that 
had ſeen the Fox and the Sheep, and other Creatures quietly 
ſitting upon one and the ſame Hill in the Feft, when drove thi- 
ther by a ſudden Inundation, ſhould from thence conclude, and 
would per{wade others to believe that theſe were all at a perfe&t 
Accord, and that there was no Enmity in their Nature, nor had 
ever been in Fa&. I ſhall conclude this with what Antoninus, 
A. B. of Florence, faith in this caſe. Let every one take heed of preach- 
ing on this matter [ the immaculate Conception } before the People, 
with a charge upon the contrary Party , becauſe it's Scandalous to ' 
People; and accordingly it was forbidden by ſeveral Popes. 

Another of the Falſhoods charged upon the Preacher is, the 
aſſerting, they have Fanaticks pack'd up in their Convents, The beft 


\ v Anſwer I can give to the Sayer upon this, is to ſet before the 
Reader, an account of the Method taken by the Apologiſt in | 


handling this Argument. | 
1. Who ſhew'd * what Fanaticifin is, and that it's a general 
« Name , comprehending in it Superſtition and Enthafiaſm. 
<« The former is the placing Religion in thoſe things, whic 
« Religion is not concerned in. The latter is when Perſons are 
« acted. and governed by ſome ſuppos'd:Communications from 
| T "I « Heaven, 


$ 
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« Heaven, by Revelations, Viſions, Inſpirations, by Raptures 
« and Illuminations, and unaccountable Impulles. 

2, He ſhew'd there was ſuch Fanaticiſm amongſt them, and 
in their Conventsz of the former ſort, he inftanced' in their 
Monkiſh Orders, Habits, Rules and Privileges granted to them, 
and depended upon. To which our Author gives not one word 
of Reply. | 

To the latter [ Enthuſiaſm] the Apologilt refers, | 

(1.) The Inſtitution ot their Orders, which with their Rules 
they ſay, were hrlt inſtituted by the Holy Ghoſt, 

(2.) Many of their Dorines, as Purgatory, Tranſubſtantiation, 
and the Immaculate Conception, GCC. 

(3-) Many of the things detined and obſerved in the Church, 
as Sacraments, Feſtivals, Canonizations, &c. for which they 
plead Revelation, 

3. He ſhewed further, thit theſe Revelations, were only 
ſuppos?d, not truly ſo. And that 1. Becauſe it derogates from Di- 
vine Revelation. And 2. Becauſe they agree riot amongſt them- 
ſelves. Of which there is given a notorious Inſtance in the caſe 
of the Immaculate Conception, where Revelation is pleaded on 
both ſides; and each fide charges the other with Impoſture 
about it. | ; 

But here our Author is wholly filent. However ſomething 
muſt be ſaid upon this Head, and that amounts to this. 

I, That thoſe in Convents in the Church of Rome embrace a retired 
Life, dedicate themſelves to the Service of God, in Praying , Faſting, 
ec. ſome according to the Inſtitution of St. BenediGt , others of St. 

ancis, &c. _ And what follows? therefore they are not Fana- 
Wks, therefore they are not Superſtitious and Enthuſiaſts, that 
1s, they are not Fanaticks, becauſe they are not. Surely no Fana- 
tick co11d have fallen into this account , without the aſſiſtance of ſuch 8 
Repreſenter. | | £42 


2. He adds, Religious men in Convents , are Fanatics, forſooth , "Y 7 


becauſe they are atted by ſome ſuppos'd Revelations, Viſions, Raptures, 
&c. What Controverſial Stuff is this ! Why at this rate, he might 
make 'F anaticks of all the Patriarchs and Prophets , of $t. Joſeph, St. 
Peter, and St. Paul, and the reſt of the Apoſtles, and moſt of all St. 
John, whoſe whole Book, of Revelation, is nothing now, it ſeems , but 
fo much Fanaticiſm. Suxely our Author is here driven to ſome 
Extremity, when he has no other Refuge, but by making the 

Caſe 
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Caſe in diſpute betwixt us parallel with the Caſe of the Pro- 
phets and Apoſtles; and that when the Apologift calls thoſe of 
the Romiſh Church, Suppoſed Revelations, Viſions and Raptures, it's 
as Criminal as if he had ſaid as much of the Divine Writers, 4+ 
this rate, faith he, he might make Fanaticks of all the Patriarchs, Pro- 
pbets and Apoſtles. At what rate ? What, becauſe he faith thoſe 
pretended to in the Church of Rome are ſuppoſed ? will it follow 
therefore that thoſe of the Prophets and Apoſiles are ſuppoſed too ? 
No ſurely,no more.than it will follow, becauſe the Revelations of 
the Prophets and Apoſtles are Divine, therefore thoſe alledged 
in the Church of Rome are Divine alſo. Our Author faith of the 
Apologiſts account of Fanaticiſm, What Controverſial fluff is this ! 
But I may with good reaſon return it, What impious tuff is 
this ! that will make the Inſpirations of Magdalen of Pazzi, and 
the Revelations of St. Bridget, and Catharine of Siena (how fond 
and contradictory ſoever) to ftand upon the fame foundation 
with the Revelations of St. Fohn : And thoſe which ſome of 
their own Authors call Humane Dreams, Fantaftick Viſions , and 
others call Impoſtzres, to be as much from God, as the Viſions 
of Ezekiel, and the Dream of Joſeph, 8c. | 
4+ That the Church of Rome diſpoſes ber Fanaticks into Convents 
for advantage, is another Charge produced againſt them by the 
Preacher, and inſiſted upon by the Apolegift 3 but that our Au- 
thor, for reaſons beſt known to himſelf, left as he found it. 


Sixth Character of a Pulpit-Papiſt. 
In the Roman Church the Sacrament muſt now be no longer a Re- 


| | - preſemative, but a Real Propitiatory Sacrifice ; And Chrift's Natural 


Body muſt be brought down upon a Thouſand Altars at once, and there 
Really broken ——and bis Blood afiually ſpilt a Thouſand times every 
day. Here the Apologift charges our Author with altering the 


; 3 ſenſe of the Preacher, when he makes the Preacher to declare 
that was a poſitive Aﬀertion of the Papiſits, which was an Argu- 
7 ment and Conſequence of the Preacher's from their Aﬀextion 5 


'* and that for this purpoſe he had left out the words Now, and 
muſt be, that were the Indications of it. All that our Author has 
to reply to this Charge is,that it's a Nice point the Vindicator is ves. 
duced to. to bring off the Preacher : But it's not ſo Niceas *tis evident 
that our Author's account of it is a Foil Miſrepreſentstcon. It the 

D 7 -Preacher 
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Preacher had charged it as a Docrinz own'd by the Papiſts, then 
ſo far as they. diſown it, it had been a Miſrepreſentations.but as 
it's an Argument againſt them (as it's plain it was) then 1s no 


more a Miſfepreſentation, than it's falſe, and that belongs nott9— 


Repreſcntation,but Diſpute. And therefore ſo far as an Argument 
of the Preacher againſt the Papiſts, differs from a Conceiſon and 
Afſertion of the Papiſts,ſo far has our Author miſrepreſented the 
Preacher; when he ſaith,That the Proteſtants awkard Reaſoning is ſet out 
for their Dofirine.Well.,at length however it ſhall be own'd for Rea- 
ſoning and Inference , and though it's not his Province Che faith) to 
examine the truth of ſuch Reaſoning.yet he fancies that *tis eaſily recon- 
cilable with Reaſon and Scripture, and ſo intelligible-— that the Satri- 
fice of the Altar is Repreſentative of that upon the Croſs: That is,it he 
will ſpeak to the purpoſe, That though the Sacrament be a Real 
and Propitiatory Sacrifice, yet it's ſtill Repreſentative. But how 
will he prove it? His Argument is this, Chriſt really preſent in the 
Sacrament may be offer*d to God upon the Altar by the Hands of the 
Prieſt, in Remembrance of the ſame Chriſt offering himſelf a ViGim u 
on the Croſs for the Redemption of man : and conſequently, the $ if 
of the Altar is Repreſentative of that upon the Croſs. Where 
I would only ask him, what is the difference betwixt Chrift®s 
being really preſent in the Sacrament when offer'd,” and the Sacrifice of 
the Altar * What again is the difference *twixt the being offer*d in 
Remembrance of Chriſt*s offering himſelf upon the Croſs, and the Re- 
preſentative of that upon the Croſs; and conſequently, whether he 
has not proved what he intended after this manner, that the $a- 
crifice of the Altar is Repreſentative of that upon the Croſs, becauſe it's 
Repreſentative? Methinks he might have ſhewn ſome little reſpeR, 
when heis on the Arguing part, to what the Apologiſt had offer'd 
againſt this, | | 

But however, though his Argument may fſignifie little , yet 


he hopes Mr. Thorndike's may be of ſome: Authority, who, he faith, | 


never ſcrupled the leaft at this; expreſly owning the [ Elements changed 
into tbe Body and Blood of Chrift, to be truly the Sacrifice of Chriſt up- 
on the Croſs, and to be both Propitiatory and Impetratory ] and yet never 
deni'd it to be perform'd in Remembrance of Chriſt crucified. But here 
our Author has groſly injur'd Mr. Thorndike. For, 

1. Mr. Thorndike owns no ſuch thing (as I can find) that the 
Elements are changed into the Body and Blood of Chrift. But he ſpeaks 
things plainly OT wi it, as he faith, N. 1, The Sacra- 


ment 
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ment containing Myſtically, Spiritually and Sacramentally (that is, as 
in and by a Sacrament) tendreth and exhibiteth , not the Body of 
Chriſt, much leſs turn'd into it. Nay further he faith, The Ex- 
chariſt is Nothing elſe but the Repreſentation here upon Earth of what is 
done in Heaven. Ne. 4. 

2. Neither doth he ſay, the Elements are truly the' Sacrifice of 
Chriſt upon the Croſs, but the Euchariſt, and the Eucharilt as Re- 
preſenting. For thus he faith, N. 10. Not the Elements, but the 
breaking, pouring forth, diſtributing, dealing, are all parts of the Sacri- 
fice, as the whole ation is that Sacrifice by which the Covenant of Grace 
is confirmed. N. 10. And further, the Euchariſt | that is as thus ad- 
miniftred |] is the ſame Sacrifice of Chriſt upon the Croſs. How ? As 
that which repreſenteth is truly ſaid to be the thing which it repreſenteth?2 
That is, ſo tar as the Repreſenter of the thing may be ſaid to be 
the thing Repreſented, fo far is the Exchariſt the ſame Sacrifice, 

3. When he faith,the Euchariſt is Propitiatory and Impetratory;he 
doth not in the leaſt own that it is after the ſame manner that the 
Sacritice of Chriſt upon the Croſs was Propitiatory and Impetratory. 

.  (1.) Becauſe he faith, Whether the Euchariſt in regard of the 
Oblation, ſo in regard of the Conſecration, may be call'd a Propitiatory 
Sacrifice,is a Queſtion among ſome of the Church of Rome. N.6, 

C2.) He refers it- wholly to the Participation of it. IF men, 
faith he, did but conſider, that the Euchariſt pad never been inſtituted 
but to be participated, they would find it inipertintent to alledg any rea- 
ſon why it ſhould be a Sacrifice, that tendeth not to the participation of 
= #3 which is dire&ed againſt'the Doctrine of the Church of 
Rome. N. 10. 

C 3-.) He moſt peculiarly makes the Propitiation and Impetrati- 


'? on in the Sacrament to reſpect the Prayers of the Church there 


.. offer'd up.N.11.For thus he concludes,Ts not the Sacrament a Propiti- 
atory and Impetratory Sacrifice by vertue of the Conſecration.though in or- 


| der to the Oblationand Preſentation of it by the Prayers of their Church? 


" - So that the Caſe remains fill where it -was 3 if 'it be a Real Propi- 


A " tiatory Sacrifice; it's not Repreſentative, for the one implies the 
” Preſence, - the other the: Abſence of the ſame thing ; 'the one im- 


plics it's the thing, the other implies it's only the fign or reſem- 

blance of it; and fo a thing can be no' more the Repreſentative 

of it (c1f,, than it can be it ſelf and not it ſelf at the ſame'time, 

But he undertakes further, that the other ts not more difficult to 

be conceived, viz. Hows Chriſt”s my may be Really preſent in this Sa- 
2 


crament, 
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crament, and yet his Body not really Broken there, nor his Blood aftually 
fpilt. Here the Apologift took up the Cauſe after this manner : 
< Something is really broken and actually fpilt, if it be a-Real 
& and Propitiatory Sacrifice 3 ſomething is really broken and 
&« acually ſpilt, as our ſenſes tell us, and as they acknowledg : 
« And now that the Body and Blood ſhould only be there, and 
« yet that not be the Body that is broken, nor that be the 
< Blood that is ſpilt, is next to the affirming, that it*s broken, 
<« and not broken, ſpilt and not ſpilt. But our Author here 
unties the knot, as he preſumes 3 For, faich he, all this may yet 
be, that his Body may be there, and his Body not be broken, &c. Since 
"tis not preſent there Corporeally, but Sacramentally only ; which manner 
of preſenee is no more conſiſtent with real Breaking or Spilling, than are ' 
Spirits, or the Glorified Bodies of the Bleſſed , which though Real and 
Subltantial Bodies (till, are notwithſtanding not at all ſuſceptible of thoſe 
Corporeal Accidents. | 
In anſwer to this, let us conſider, 
What is that Body of Chrift which is faid to be Really preſent 
 *n the Sacrament. And that is the fame Body which our Saviour 
lived in, and that hung upon the Croſs, and which the Elements 
are turn'd into by Conſecration. But will he fay the Queſtion is 
not concerning, the nature of the Body, which is granted-to be 
2 proper Body confiſting of Fleſh and Blood; but the preſence of 
that Body, which is not Corporeal but Sacramental ouly, which man- 
ner of preſence is no" more conſiſtent with real Breaking, GCC. than the 
Glorified Bodies of the Bleſſed , which though Real and Smnbſtantial 
Bodies, are not ſuſceptible of thoſe Corporeal Accidents, | 
But to this F anſwer, : X 
1. That the Body we ſpeak of, is not a Glorified Body.,but the 
fame Body which hung upon the Crofs, which conſiſted of Fleſh 


# 


and Blood, and had Fleſh that mightbe broken, and Blood that =} 


might be ſpilt. 


2, As to the Sacramental Prefence of a Subſtantial Body conſift= = 
ing of Fleſh and Blood, Bones and Sinews (which they grant the 


Body in the Sacrament to haye_) whatever our Author thinks, is 
Knely ime of the moſt difficult things to be concerved in the world, 
Forit is to ſuppoſe a thing to be without being that thirig which 
it is; to ſuppoſe a Body to be there, and yet to be diveſted of all 
the Properties belonging to that Body. Nay it's to ſuppoſe that 
which is a Real and Subſtantial Body to be only reprefentatively 
preſent, 
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preſent, and by way of Signification which is as much as to ſay, 
the Body is not preſent, for the ſame thing cannot be the thing, 
and the Repreſentation of the thing. 

3» There is no more reaſon for this Satramental Preſence of a 
Real Body,than there is for its being a Sacramental and not a Sub- 
 ſtantial Body: For what is the reaſon'why they aſcribe a Sacra- 
mental Preſence to a Real Body, but becauſe they know there are 
none of the Tokens belonging to ſuch a Preſence ; and then why 
ſhould it not be'a Real Body, but Sacramental, when there are 
none of the Properties belonging to a Real Body to be diſcerned, 
or exiſtent in it? 

4. To this I add;therefore there can be nofuch thing as what he 
calls a Sacramental Breaking and Spilling of Real Body and Blood. 
For ſuch as the Body is, ſuch is the Preſence, ſuch the Breaking 
and Spillingz and why he ſhould argue from a Sacramental Pre- 
ſence to a Sacramental Breaking and Sfilling, and ' not argue 
from a Subſtantial exiſtence of a Body to Real Preſence and Real 
Spilling, is a thing may n-# be diffiexlt to our Author, but is ſurely 
In reaſon not to be conceiv*d. If the Abſurdities be groſs, let them 
thank themſelves for it , for they are no other than they firſt 
offer to the world, and it's no wonder the world returns them 
upon them with advantage. 


Seventh Character of a Pulpit-Papilt: 


: Bi. Popery puts out the Underftanding. of thoſe of her own Communion, Char. 7. 
and tears out the Hearts of all others : whom ſhe cannot deceive, ſhe will - 


deftroy. The Abſurdity of Anricular Confeſſion is endleſs, where a man 
wnlades himſelf of all bis fins, by whiſpering them into the Prieſts ears. 
Likewiſe Tranſubſtantiation., where men maſt renounce all their Five 
Senſes. The Pope's Infallibilty keeps a good decorum with the relt. He 


. | lone cannot errand all others without ſome of bis dffift ance.cannot bnt err. 


8 Upon this our Authordaith, their Religion is azacked only by the 
«2 by | Unchriſtian Artifices of paſſion and impoſtur : But why only 2 "For 
YH ſuppoling Popery puts not ont the underſtanding of others ; or. 
that in Tranſubſtantiation men don't renounce all their five ſenſes, 
&c. yet is there no Implicit Faith, no Tranſabſtantiation, no oth 
Principles owned by their Church,that the Proteſtants do atrae 


He faith further, that mn this Charatter there are. as many Galum- 
' nies as Lines. And that remains to be tried according to the Par-- 
OY Os I. |: 


ticulars he breaks it into.. As, 


\ 
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I. I; afferts that Popery puts out the Underſtanding of thoſe of her 
own Communion. This Afﬀertion was not introduced here either 
by the Adviſer in his Aſſertions, or by the Apologiſt. But it was 
particularly handled in the Apology, Aﬀert. 14. p. 29. and Aſrt. 
25. p. 48. where.it's proved, (1.) That in their Church, to be- 
lieve the Church, without a reaſon, is not only ſafe, but merito- 
rious ; and that whoever thus implicitly believes, is a good Catho- 
lick. (2.) That Tgnorance 15 in their Opinion the Mother of Devoti- 
on. (3+) That it's a mortal fin ſo much as to doubt , and fo no 
room is left for enquiry. (4) That they take away the Key 
of all Spiritual and Divine knowledg, the Holy Scriptures. Now 
inſtead of an Anſwer, our Author has in his Sayings wholly left 
out Aſſert. 14. and blows off all that is ſaid in Aſert. 15. with 
this one word, it's a great Calumny, p. 51. And what he now 
offers upon this Head, is, 1.) that they have many Books, Cate- 
chiſms, &c. T wiſh he could fay the Scriptures, to be ignorant of 
which is to be ignorant of Chriſt, ſaith their Canon Law, Diſt. 38. $: 
juxta 3 but That the people are not allowed ſo much as a Sum- 
mary of. And the time was in the Reign of Implicit Faith, and 
before Hereſie diſturb'd the peace of its Empire, that perſons 
have becn burnt for teaching their Children the Creed and the 
Lord's-Prayer in the Vulgar Tongue. (2. He faith, There's 
none but knows, that whoever will be a Chriſtian muſt ſubmit his Vn- 
derſtanding to ſuch Myſteries that are above it, Therefore will it fol- 


low,he muſt not ſo much as enquire what thoſe Myſteries are, and * 


whether they are of that kind, as he muft ſubmit bis Vnderſtanding 
to; whether, that is, they are of the Dodrines of our Saviour, 
or of men ?. | | 

2, Popery tears out the Hearts of all others ont of ber Communion 
whom ſhe cannot deceive, ſhe will deſtzoy.. This, faith our Author, 
is falſe. How 10? ( 1.) becauſe though Catholicks are bound'to go and 
teach all Nations, yet when men are ſo obſtinate as to reje} all Tnftrutti- 


ons, they are taught to go elſewhere, and only to pity and pray far ſuch -A 7 


blind ſouls, but not #o deſtroy #bem. Witneſs the courſe they took 
in the J/:/t-Indies in the Converſion of the poor Natives, a 
courſe that - made” them ' abhor Chriſtianity , as Bartholomeus 
Caſa; a Biſhop: of theirs preſent, relates, to. whom I refer our 
DB -- 6 | 
(2.) He anſwers,'*Zs true, in the Catholick Church care is taken 
zo preſerve all ſuch. as re her Members, firm in her Communion, and 
K there 
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there are not wanting Threats to keep the inconſtant from being-miſled-into 
Error 3 as likewiſe puniſhments to reduce ſuch as leave ber, and blindly 
run after falſe Guides. A fair Concethon ! And which will lead 
us into an examination of the caſe, and teach the world what 
they are to expect, For it all within-hexr Communion are ex- 
pos'd to their Threats and Puniſhments , we know how large a 
ſhare of the world, according to their computation, is to be ta- 
ken in, fince they claim a furfdidtion over all Chriſtians and 
Churches. But, | 
(3.)He faith, If for this reaſon | ſuch Puniſhments ] ſhe muſt be ſaid 
70 tear out their Hearts, and deſtroy ſuch as ſhe cannot deceive; what is 
to be the-Charafier of this Preachers Church, which by the conſent of 
Biſhops is fenced with ſuch Laws as puniſhes with Ioſs of Goods, Im- 
priſonment and Death, not only thoſe who leave her Communion, but like- 
wiſe thoſe who were never members of it ? But we are not concern'd. 
for the preſent ſo much to underſtand what the Preacher's 
Church is, as that Church which the Preacher is not of, Was 
there never no Tearing or Deſtroying elſewhere ? Yes ſurely, ſome- 
what looks. that way'z 1 cannot ſay, ſaith our Author, but that 
raſh Zeal, headlong Revenge, or deteftable Avarice, may have hurried 
ſome of ours upon ſuch barbarous attempts.” But certainly never did any 
Chriſtians deliberately and with counſel thus deeply engage themſelves 
#n Blood. So that it he is to be credited, if there- have been Bar- 
barous Attempts, it was only raſh zeal, &c. but+ not deliberate, not. 
- with Counſel and Law. And it has been only ſome that have 
. been thus hurried to ſuch attempts, but not a conſiderable Body 


'B among them; and much leſs ſuch as have had the Supreme Re- 


giment in their Chutch. As for the Laws the Preacher's Church 
is fenced with, our Author ſurely knows from what occaſion they: 
.. aroſe, and whoſe praQices they were that gave birth to them. - 

- and he ought. to know again, that the Laws in their Execution. 
... never produced ſuch Barharous Attempts, as what 'he' calls their 


4 own raſh Zeal, Headlong Revenge, and Deteſtable Avarice. So that 
I if mw no/Lswke compared, - the ftate of no Law (if ſuch - 
BW it was) has been far more miſchievous than that of Law. - But 


were there never any Chriſtians that did thus deliberately and with- 
counſel engage themſetves in Blood,as, he ſaith, the Preacher's Church: 
has done ? What thinks he of the Church of Rome ? are they not- 

Chriſtians? And were there never any ſuch things deliberately 
and with Counſel perpetrated amongſt them? Hayethey —__ 
h WONT N- CBS, 
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cils, no-Laws that tonch upon this point ? And were there never 
any Chriſtians engaged in Blood upon purſuance of thoſe Laws ? Is 
there no ſuch thing as Excommunicating and Anathematizing 
Hereticks among them ? Nodelivering over perſons {o convicted 
and condemned. to the Secular Power ? And is there no ſuch 
thing as compelling ſuch Secular Powers to exterminate thoſe 
Hereticks out of their Dominions ? Is there no Confiſcations of 
Goods, Impriſonment, no Death for ſuch as are obſtinate ? And 
were there never Perſons, Families, Countries that ſuffer'd un- 
der Cruſado's iſſued out againſt them,in obedience to ſuch Laws, 
Canons and Decrees ? Surely our Author is much to ſeek in the 
ſtate of his preſent Church, if he is ignorant of this, and a thou- 
ſand times more than ſhall now tell him ; and 1s very ignorant 
in the ſtate of the Preacher's Church he has left, if he thinks his 
New Mother falls ſhort of the old, as he faith. But if he ſaith one 
thing and thinks another, how fit he may be to be a Member of the 
Church he is now in, I know not; but ſurely he could be no fit 
Member then of the Church heleft.For a Conclafion of this,I ſhall 
crave our Author's patience to turn to the Lateran Council under 
Innocent the Third , Can.-3. and he will ſee I have not faid this 
without Book, or wrong'd his Church, however he may have 
wrong'd the Preacher's Church in his account of it. 

3. The Abſurdity of Auricular Confeſſion is endleſs, where a man 
unlades himſelf of all his fins, by whiſpering them into the Priefts Ears, 
Of rhis, he faith, #*s a Calumny and Miſrepreſentation ; ſince no Ca= 


tholicks teach that Only whiſpering fins in the Ears of a Prieft is ſufficient  - 
for their Remiſſion. Nor doth the Preacher fay that only whiſper- : 


ing is ({ufficient, for he muſt needs know that there is the ma- 
king up their Croſs, and ſaying Mea Caps, and many other 
things to be done, Where then is the Cahenmy and Miſrepreſenta-" 
tion ? Is it in the'Vnlading ? But why is not that as tit as expiat- 
ing, which is the-/phraſe uſed by their own Catechifm , where -. 


they are taught that the Faithful ought to be in nothing more ſolici-' M t 
ir in be rg OOO their Soul by Confeſſion ? 1s it becauſe Ye 
or what then ſerve their Boxes,and why W- 


it's:called whiſpering ? 
is it cad a Sea) ? Is it becauſe of the ecaſineſs of it ?- That is the 
cafe at the laſt. For, faith he, every one will ſee how inſincere this 
Preacher was in ſaying , that a man mnlades himſelf, 8c. To make his 
Followers believe the Papiſts to be ſo ſottiſh as to think, their ſins forgiven 


by a whiſper only # He = e'ne turn. his anger upon his own 


Church 
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Church for teaching this Doctrine, for from thence th®Prezcher 
learn'd it, which faith, The Sacrament of Gonteſlion was graci- 


ouſly inſtituted on purpoſe to ſupply the place of Contrition. For Ibid, Sect.46. 


turther proof of this,I remit the Reader to the Apology, A4ſſerti- 
ol 2T, 
4. Of Tranſubſtantiation, where men muſt renounce all their Five 
ſes at once, Here the Apologiſt charged our Author with a ſmall 
alſification, which indeed he has now mended, but not ac- 


knowledged, But he will make up that defe&t by the force of | 


his Argument ; for now he ſeriouſly undertakes to prove that 
in Tranſubſtantiation they don't renounce 'all their Five Senſes, As for 
three of them he has nothing to ſay; but then Sight and Hearing 
are ſo far from being, againſt, that they eminently ſerve for the 
proof of it. As how ! If, ſaith he, we follow our Hearing, which is 


. the ſenſe by which Faith comes, we are oblig'd to believe it. Chriſt's + 


words expreſly ſignifie and declare the Sacrament is his Body. Theſe 
words we hear deliver'd by thoſe whom. he has appointed to Teach and 
' Inftrudt the Flock,, to wit, the Paſtors of the Charch ; theſe words we 
ſee Iikewiſe,and read in Holy Scripture. So that if we follow our Ears 
and our Eyes direfted by the Word of God, we are bound to believe this 
Myſtery , and conſequently do not Renounce all our Five Senſes at once. 
Well! but do we hear Chritt thus declaring ? No, but we hear 
the Church. Has the Church then ſuch an Organical voice to 
may we have Ears to hear?No, but the Church teaches by its 
aſtors.But are the Paſtors we hear,all Infallible in their Teaching? 
And are we to believe them,although they teach contrary to ſenſe 

. and reaſon.? There indeed he has loſt the Caſe. But however he 
brings in S7ght to his relief. For theſe words, ſaith he, we ſee like- 
wiſe,and read in Holy Scripture.—— And whilſt we let both our Senſes 


and Reaſon be immediately direfied by God"s Word, which is Infal lible#. 


we more reverence the Scriptures, and believe upon better Grounds than 
- the Proteſtants, Thus we are at laſt led to a Private Spirit, and 


p_ g - the Protcftant way. of reſolving Faith into the Scriptures, with- 
"28> out necd of any Infallible Taterpreter. For *tis but letting our- Sen- 
' W8Þm ſes and Reaſon be immediately direfted by God's Word, which is Infal- 


-lible, and we may ſoon be ſatisfied. I heartily-thank our-Aauthor 
for this free Conceſſion ; for theſe are the Grounds Proteſtants 
_ do believe upon. But yet he will needs have it, that they belzes 
pon better Grounds than the Proteſtants. This I am apt to think he 
will no more be able to prove,than tha they Reverence- the Scrip- 
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Pulpit-Popery, True Popery ; 
tures more than Proteſtants; However this he attempts and gives 
this reaſon for, that Proteſtants let natural Objefs, ever about Myfte- 
ries of their Faith, have the direfion of their Senſes, in which they are 
ſo often deceived, rather than the Word of God, which cannot deceive 
them. But where has the Word of God taught us that we are 
not to judg of Natzral Objefts by thoſe Senſes which he has given 
us to judg of Natural Objed&s by ? Will he undertake to prowg 
this alſo ? When he himfelf ackaowledges that to frame a judgment of 
the nature or ſubſtance of a thing, we mmſt depend wpon the information 
of ſenſe, and that the common and natmral way is to judg according to 
the relation the ſenſes give, from the external and natural accidems of 
the thing. And now is not a Wafer a Senfible Obje&, and are 
we not to judg of it according to the Relation the Senſes give of it, 
and from its external and natural accidents £ How will our Author 
flve this difficulty > That he proceeds in after this manner : But 
if we defire to frame a true judgment | as if the other was a falſe one} 
of what is the Nature and Subſtance of ſuch an Obje&, not according to 2 
Natural Being, but according to the Divine Power , and what-i# may 
have of Supernatural ; the Senſes ought not to be laid afide,but we muſt 
eonfider here too the information theſe give, not now from: the Natural 
Accicients, but from the Word of God, T ſhould have thought the 
Concluſion to be infer'd from hence would rather be, the Senſes 
ought to be laid afide, foraſmuch as we are not in fuch caſe to judg 
of the Natural Accidents according to what they report. For I 
mult confeſs he is one of the firſt I have met with that has im- 
proved the Argument this way, and that appeals to the Senſes. 
for the proof of Tranſ#bſtantiation,which their Church fo cautioufly 
warns them againſt in this matter. . But he will iI«ftrate this by an 
ſtance in another matter. A Friend, faith he, ſends me a tranſparent 


"Bone, of which when I would make a judgment, 1 Ennot do it without 
2be information of my Senſes. Theſe may inform me two ways, either by 


looking upon the thing it felf, or by reading the Letter, ſent along with 
it, or the report of the Bearer. If Itake the information of my Senſes 


from the view of the Stone, T judg i 10 be a pebble 3 if from the Letter 


(wrote by an excellent Artiſt) and the Bearer (a ckilful Feweller) I WW 
wag it tobe a true Diamond, upon their authority and greater (kill. Now F 

in nebich judgment of theſe ought 1 #0 acquieſce ? Certainly in this laſt, 
and yet in ſo doing T bope T ſhould not renounee all my Five Senfes at once. 
— 1... K aſſnre me from Scripture and the Paſtors of God"s 
Church, that the Sucrament is Chrift*'s Body ; 1am bound in — 


in Anſwer to Pulpit-Sayings. 
jndg of it fo, rather than from the Natural Accidents, to judg it to be 
Bread : So that in thus believing this Myſtery, we do not renounce,but fel- 
low our Senſes. | 
But his Inſtance reaches not the Caſe : | 
I, Becauſe the judging, whether a Tranſparent Stone be a 
Counterfeit -or a: Diamond , is not a matter of mere ſenſe, but 
judgment, $kill and experience, and belongs to an Artiſt, But 
Senſe will teach cvery one whether it be a Stone or a- Pea, hard, 
or ſoft, tranſparent, or opacous. But now the Caſe before us is, 
whether what we ſceis a bit of Pread,cr the Body of a Man;whe- 
ther it's broken or whole,ec. And therefore to put the caſe right, 
and make it parallel, he muſt ſu; poſe the Stone to be a known 
Diamond. as known to him it's ſent to, as to him that ſent it 4 and 
that the Letter and Bearer both affirm this ſmall Stone which he 
now holds betwixt his-fingers, and knows by his Senſes to be a 
Stone and not a Man, is yet the great Mogul in perſon, and 
ſo is every Diamond beſides that comes over, and yet that Prince 
is ſtill in his own Country. Muſt that perſon now,becauſe of their 
Authority and greater s&{1,think himſelf bound to acquieſce in their 
judgment againſt the teſtimony of ſenſe 3 or muſt he not renounce 
his ſenſes to do it ? | a 
2. He ſuppoſes further,that the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation is 
as plainly contained in Scripture, as it is in the Letter that the 
' Tranſparent Stone then ſent'is a Diamond. But that he knows we 
deny 3 and when he can find theſe or the like words, This Bread 
is turn'd into my Natural Body, or is upon Conſecration my true 
Subſtantial Body, it will be time enough to prepare a further 
Anſwer for him. The Queſtion being not, whether what God 
teaches is not to be believed ; but whether he hath ſo taught. So 
that it ill remains true what the Preacher charged upon himy 
that-in believing Tranſubſtantiation, a man muſt renounce his five Senſes 
at once, even bearing it ſelf, which will not only teach us to 


| þ _ diſtinguiſh betwixt the Hoſt's,and the Pricſt*s falling into the wa- 


ter (though weare blindfold) but wemuſt in their way renounce - 
that Senſe to believe it, when we hear all Mankind concurring 
in it, that the report of Senſe is-to be believed, and-thatin our 
Author's words, To frame a judgment of the nature or ſubſtance of a 
thing, we mult depend upon Senſe. RN, "ER 
5+ The Pope alone cannot err, and all others without ſome of bis Af- 
fiance, canxot but err. Here are _ Propoſitions: 1, The Pope 
2 - * cannt 
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cannot err. -This our Author now calls an Opinion of ſome School- 
Divines, whereas the 4pologit ſhewed it to be the prevailing Opi- 
nion of their Church , whether in reſpect of number or authori- 
ty. I's the miſt common opinion of almoſt all Catholicks , as Bell armin. 
E's the Catholick Truth, and what all Catholick, Dofiors teach in theſe 
days, faith Srarez, But to this not a word, (2.) All others can- 


' not but err, Here our Author is guilty of a new Miſreprcſentatt- 


on. It is charged pon us, faith he, becauſe we believe the members of 
our Church to be fallible, that therefore they cannot but err, Where he 
changes the Propoſition into a Concluſton, by foyſting in the 
word, Therefore, and then running it down as a moſt Iilogical and 
abſurd conſequence ; but let him anſ{wcr for the faults: of it, whoſe 
con{cquence it is. The conſequence then be to himſelf,and let the 
Propoſition be the Preacher's, that all others without ſome of bis aſ- 
fiftance cannot but err. This is abſolutely falſe, faith our Author, and 
{o ſay Itoo; but it is true Popery. 

Let their Catechiſm decide the Caſe, to that I appeal, which 


Art. Symb;/ aSthus delivers the ſenſe of their Church upon it, But as this one 


Church (which the Pope of Rome is at the Head of, Sed. 15.) can- 
not err in delivering the DoCirine of Faith and Manners, ſeeing it's govern- 
4 by the Holy Ghoſt : & all the reſt, which aſſume to themſelves the 
name of a Chureh. mutt of neceſſity be engaged in the moſt pernicious Errors 
of DoGrine and Manners, as being led by the ſpirit of the Devil. Now 
hcre is the whole Calumny at large. If men ſubmit to the Pope, 
and are in his Church, they have the benefit and aſſiſtance of his 
Infallibility, .and are under the Guidance of it as ſecure as in the 
Ark of Noah; but if they leave it, they are drown'd in error and 
perdition. And ſurely, while they are in aCtual Error, they cannot 
but err, according to the known Axiom; @ricquid eſt quamdin eft, 
neceſſe eſt eſſe. Becauſe the Apologiſt before was modeſt, and having 
not ſeen the Sermon it ſelf, and ſo not fully underſtanding the 
{enſe of it) would neither too haftily condemn or acquit, but after 
he hadfaid what he thought fit upon it, concludes, If the Preacher 
went beyond this, "what Auth # Authors be had for it, Thknow not, they 
do not at preſent occur #0 me; our Author begins to exult, ſaying, 1r*s 
fuch- a Conſequence as the Apologizer himſelf knows not how to juſtifie, 
(nox-need not as a Conſequence, for that's his own) and yet he has 
not goodneſs enough to acquit us from ſo foul a Calumny. The matter it 
{eEms is foul, andis proy'd upon them, let him now ſhew his good- 
neſs in confelllog oy Charge, qr more of his ſirength to prove it 
a Calumny, EE F Eighth 


. 
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 Erghth Character of a Pulpit-Papiſt. 


He F profeſſedly edified in ignorance by his Church, Praying and Pro= Chax, $. 
pheſymng in an Unknown Tongue. They make no other uſe or account of 
' Confeſſion, than what profeſt Drunkards do of Vomiting. 
The firit ſhall be contidered in another place, Char. 14. As to - 
the fecond, The Apologiſt ſhew*d what is the ſenſe of the word 
Propheſie in the 1 Cor. 14. which the Preacher there refer'd to, 
7iz. that the Apoftle there underliands by it the expounding the 
Articles-of the Chriſtian Faith, and of #he Scriptures that contain it. 
But here our Author grievoufly miſtakes him when he adds, and 
zo be the fame as Preaching. For that he affirmed not.as well know- 
ing that the Apoſtle is to be otherwiſe uriderliovod than of Vel- 
| gar Preaching, (1: Becauſe the Apotile there diſtinguithes it 
from Dofrine, v, 6. C2.) Becauſe of the way it was exerciſed 
in, when one ſpoke after another ; agreeably io the cuſtom of 
the Zewiſh DoQors in their Synagognes, of whom Philo faith, 
that one read the Bible, and another of the more skilful 394 unyvacua Lib. Omnem 
mopiarvav, paſſing through places not underſtood, exponnd-d them. (3) probum eſſe 
Becauſe it was an extraordinary gift by Revelation, v.2y.,30,31, luberum, 
32, and reckoned as ſuch amongtt them, c. 12. 10.-—13. 2. 9. 
2, The -Apologiſt ſhew'd farther, it was not reaſonable to fix 
this ſence upon the Preacher, becauſe he mulſt*needs know it to 
be otherwiſe. Toithis our: Author briskly returns, Marry, if they 
_ never Preached contrary to what they kaerv, this would be a good Rule. 
"And he has found it by woful experience to be a hard task to 
diſcover it; though it has been plainly made out that ſome write 
_ contrary to what they know. 
| 3. He ſhew'd farther, that the Preacher was ſpeaking about 
' Worſhip, and fo conſequently it muſt be what is fo accounted ;- * 
'B. and therefore that this muſt be ratherthe Reading of Lefſons out 
BB: of Scripture and Hymns( which are ſometimes call'd: Prophefie , 
WW 2 Chron. 25. 1.) and which. are in their Church-Service in-an 
Unknown Tongue. This our Author paſſes by, as alſo the Chal- 
W lenge following it. : I OP 
But yet he will have it a Calumny , whilft be aſſerts a'ahang of © 
the Papiſts, which in the common acceptation of the word is abſolmely * 
falſe. But what if it was the common acceptation of the word, it not 
the acceptation the Apoſtle takes it in, in that: place which the: 
; | * Preacher. 


Pulpit-Say- 
ings, P. 5, 6. 


Char, 9. 
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Preacher refers to? But what if it be not the common accepta- 
tion of- the word, but that it's taken vulgarly for toretelling 
things to come ? Who then is the Calumniator ? | 


'2.. They make no other 74 of Confeſſion , than whaF profeſt 


Drunkards do of Vomiting. Our Author faith , This is a moſt 
putid Calumny, and that the Vindicator dares not defend, but only that 
fo it is in the pratitce of many of their Church, This he complains of, 
and with good reaſon ; but then what ſhall be ſaid of one that 
after he has told a fiory of one that declaim'd againſt the Pa- 
piſts , for-a-Generation of Vipers, and a profligate ſort of men, knowing 
but two Families , and thoſe good men ; from thence takes occaſion 
to exclaim, But this is to the Proteſtant-tune : if a man can't tell how 
to run down Popery, though be knows nothing of it, he's no true Son of 
the Church of England. This is Caſe for Caſe. 

But was this all the Apologift had to fay in defence of the Prea- 
cher? did not he produce Authorities of their own as. to the 
General practice ? Did he not refer to their Do&rines and Penan- 


' ces, and the Taxa Camere Apoſtolice in confirmation of it ? This 


had more become him to have an{wered, than to put a Caſe. 
Ninth Charatter of a Pulpit-Patift. 


Tt conlifts of three Paragraphs: 1. He pays his Devotions to 
Saints Canonized for Money and Treaſon. Here the Apologift charges 
the Sayer with an alteration of the Preacher's words,trom which 
he would bring himſelf off by ſaying it's an inſinuation, which to 
the Hearers is as good as an Aſſertion; whereas the corruption was, 
that he turn'd a Particular into an Univerſal. , 

Here our Author obſerves againſt the Apologift, 


I. That be proves fir(t it may ſo bappen,' which is as much to the : 
poſe, as- for nfo ſay the Chereh: England-men are ces of \ 
God's Word, becauſe "tis poſſible they may be ſo. But the calc is far i 
otherwiſe; for if there be no certainty, but that the Pope may KM 
Canonize a Rebel for a Saint, then there is -no certainty but © 
that the Saint may be no Saint.: And then what become of the W+ 
otions of the Supplicants, as thoſe to Thomas 2 Becket, at 


& 


W of Shrines were more Offerings made, than to Chriſt him- 
" 2.) He ſaith tt bas been done, and in the next line comes in with 
an inſtance, where is had like to have been done. The inſtance was of 

| | Maria 
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Mzria Viſitationis , where indeed it was not done;but that jt was 
not, was more from the King of Spain's Jealoufie, than the Pope's 


Sagaciouſneſs, who ſand 
Our Author, I perceive, 


ſtance. 


her by Letters under his own hand. 


res not fo much as name this In- 


(3.) As for the Inſtance of Thomas 2 Becket, he faith he was 
Canoniz'd not for Rebellion, and becauſe he adhered to the Pope 
- againſt his Prince, but for his Virtuows Life and Martyrdom , and 
the atteſtation of his Sanity by undeniable Miracles. Not for 
Rebellion ! as if that would be expreſt in the Reafons for 
his Canonization! T have read it was a Moot queſtion, Whethcr 
he was damn'd for Treafon, or Gloritcd as a Martyr. I think it Czar. Hift. 
not worth the while to decide it , but kave our Chronicles and Memor. 1.8, 


our Author to ſtruggle 
by Bellzrmin , of one that was worſhipped for a Mart 
 appear'd afterward and told them, he was damn'd. 


2. They pray to a Crucifix of Wood or Stone , as well as to Chriſt 


himſelf, and attribute as munch ſatisfaGiion to it.as to the Blood of Chriſt. 
Our Author rejoyns, that This #s every word an Infamous F alſhood. 
And continues, Though the Vindicator appeals to the Words and Forms 
of ſome of. our Prayers, and then fays, That | if words will make it 
plain, the Preacher was not miſtaken | yet this is ſo childiſh a plea, that 
methinks it ought to be beneath a Divine, eſpecially a man of conſcience, to 
charge ſo groſs an abomination on ſuch a frothy pretext. And then he 
gives his reaſon. I muſt confeſs that if the Vindicator had only 
the Words and Forms of their Prayers to plead in Vindication of 
the Preacher,- without attending to the ſenſe and reaſon of the 

- thing , that it might be as childiſh and frothy as he repreſents 


it; and he would have Dext. 32. 1, and the Benedicite uſed in our. 


Church againſt him, as-our Author argues. But if he had read 
on, he would have found that it was the words as neceſſarily in- 
. cluding ſuch a ſenſe, and that the Apologift did covertly-refer him 


fois Conſccrated by an Offic 
at the Conſecration of it theFpray that the. Lord would bleſs 
Wood of the Croſs that it may be a Javing remedy to. Mankjnd.a ftability 


BY to the Papiſt Repreſented and not Miſreprefented. Our Author now con- 
Y fefſes himſelf to be the ſame that wrote the Papi Gſrepreſented and 
"BM Repreſented ; and ſhould be therefore concern'd to 


| have defended. 


gainſt the forecited Anſwer. In which was ſhewn:. © 


7. That the Croſs in the Church of Rome.as it's Repreſentative 
n purpoſe compoſed fox it. 2. Th 


the 


out-it, But it minds me of a ſtory told © © 
yr, and yet 7 —_ 


repreſ. Ch. s.- 
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of Faith, an increaſe of good Works, and the Redemption of Souts ; and _ 
that Chrift would take this Croſs into mis bands; and that all that offer 
it, may by the merit of this Croſs be deligered from every Sin they bave 
committed, 3. That it's cſtcem'd up onſecration to have thoſe 
Virtues communicated to it. 4. That they-adoreit cven with Lazria, ' 
the Worſhip they give to God, and direct their Prayers to it, 
5: That thoſe Prayers are without a Figure, and in a proper 
Senſe applied to the Material Croſs. This the Author of that 
Chap. 2. p. 7, Book proved (1.) as that throughout, the Crols is diſtinguiſhed 
10.10. from Chriſt, becauſe they pray to Chriſt to bleſs the Croſs, and 
Chap. 3: P.7;9- that he would communicate ſuch Virtues to it. (2.) From their 
Chap: 2. p.12. Wh Authors, ſuch as Soto, Catharinus and Aquinas. (3.) From 
the ſevere Cenſures of thoſe who held otherwiſe, as was the 
Chap. 2: p. 8, caſe of Johannes Xgidins Canon of Sevil, and Imbert of Bourdeauzx, 
12. and Chap. and the Curate of Pomyrol. Our Author. talks of a Forehead, of 
$- Þ..5. theſe that make up againſt them, it's a Word I am not us'd to, but 
he mult have ſomewhat like it, that allows this Practice to be 
worſe than Heatheniſh, and a groſs Abomination; and yet lets all this 
to this day lye unanſwer'd, and thinks to put us off with the 
ſame crude Replies that ſtand there confuted. In Concluſion, it 
appears to be no more true, that they are defamed by the method 
uſed in the Chxrch of England ,, than that the Church of Rome 
is the Mother-Church of the Church of England (as our Author 
\uggeſts.) | 
3. Making a particular Confeſſion of our Sins to Men, inftead of 
keeping up wholeſome Diſcipline, is the way to. corrupt it, and tends to | 
the debauching both Laity and Clergy. Here our Author ſpends 
what he has to ſay, both againſt Preacher and Vindicator, in 
ſhewing ſpecial Confeſſion to be allow'd in the Church of England, 
and in exclaiming, againſt his Adverfaries for falling foul uppn : 
what he.calls the beſt_ of Inſtitutions: As if either of them were 
againſt that which their own Church encourages, and which 
the Preacher himſelf calls a wholeſome Diſcipline. But the beginning W/ 
of the Paragraph ſhews what Confeſſion the Preacher thus Cenſures, *W- 
viz. Azricular @onfeſſion, as it is prafficed in the Church of Rome at We 
P. 45. this day; that Confeſton, which the Apologilt elſewhere deſcribes MW; 
from themſelves, that requires beforchand a diligent Examina- W# 
"tion of the Conſcience about all and ſingular mortal Sins, even 
"the moſt / Secret, with all their@ircumfiances, fo: far as may 
change-the nature of the Sin, and then to diſcover all thoſe they 
: can ' 


n 


Cd * e& wo 


$91, Y be a received Maxim among all, even the looſeſt of our Divines and Ca- 
M8 ſ#ifts, That | no Evil is to be- done, that God may come of it.| To = 


& ſpeak ingenuouſly, I do not find him fo forward to own it; but 


| ſeiences turn upon the ſame Pin. Every thing is Pious, Conſcientious 
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can call to mind tothe Prieſt, from whom they expe& Abſolu. 
tion, and without which Abſolution is not to be expected ; nor 
can they have any benetit of the Abſolution. It's of this the 
Preacher faith, That the Conſequence of it , is to run an apparent ha- 
zard of being undone in many Caſes by Knaves for Intereſt, or by Fools 
out of Levity and Inconſtancy, and a blabling Humor, that lets them 
into the Secrets of Families , &c. Beſides , inſtead of keeping up a 
wholeſome Diſcipline , it”s the way to corrupt it , and tends to the de- 
bauching both Laity and Clergy, in as many ways as there are Sins 10 
be committed , when the Confeſſor and the Penitent begin to diſcover and 
xnderſtand one another. And this the Apologiſt confirmed from the 
Complaints made by good Men of their own Communion, from 
the ſhameful Caſes to be found in their Caſuiſts, from the Bulls ; 
of Popes, Coutra ſolicitantes in Confeſſione. And of which I find a Hiſtoire de't 
late Inſtance, | Inquiſition de 
; Gaa, Chap. 4. 


Tenth Character of a Pulpit-Papilt. 
The Churches Intereſt is the Center of their Religion, and their Con- Char. 10, 


and Meritorious , that makes for their -Cauſe, 'What is ſaid, as to 
the firſt of theſe, by the Apologiſt, That the Churches Interett is the 
Center of their Religion : Our Author has not thought fit to recits, 
and much leſs to confute. As to the latter, *the 4pologiſt produ- 
ced a Conſtitution of the Jeſuits 5 but this the Sayer ſaith, is a 
wreſted Interpretation, contrary to its plain meaning» But, why then 
did not our Author venture to aſſign this plain meaning of it ; 
and to ſhew the meaning the Apologift thought belong'd to it, to be 
thus wreſted ? Who without Jake would have thought one 
good Argument of much better Authority, than a hundred bare 
Affrmations, tho never ſo poſitive. But he has two things yet 
in reſerve, | 
I. That after all, the Apologiſt can ſay, He cannot but own it to 


it he did(as we cannot think they will intermnts run ſo counter to 
the Apolile) yet the: Queſtion is, what is Evil. and Good ? and 
whether that is not Good , which makes for their Cauſe ? or 
whether the making for the Cauſe: makes not that which was 

| : Evil 
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Evil to be Good. And if ſo,our Author doth but beg the Queſtion. 

2, He appeals to his Catholicks of this Nation, who quitted all ra- 
ther th do an ill thing, take Oaths, Teſts, or go #0 Church againſt their 
Conſct:ncc. The main part of this les in the laſt words, againſt their 
Conſcici:ice, fox elſe that many of them did take Oaths, go to Church, 
receive the Sacrament, is, I ſuppoſe, out of Queſtion. 


Eleventh Charafier of a Pulpit-Paplt. 


This he breaks into four parts. | 

I. He changes Scripture into Legends. Hereby the Apologift ſhew'd 
was undexitood either that the Legends are of as good Autho- 
rity in the Church of Rome as Scripture 3 or that in their pub- 
lick Offices, they uſed Legends, where they thould have uſed 
the Scripture, He ſhews there is too much occaſion given for 
the former amongfi them , as when they own m their publick 
Offices, that St. Bridget*'s Revelations came immediately from God 
to Her. But here our Author interpoſes, and faith, How does 
the Papiſt change the Scripture into Legends , when he's commanded 
by bis Church to own the Scripture, as the Word of God 2 But if he 
owns the Scripture as the Word of God, becaulc it's commanded 
by bis Church; then, wherein is the difference, if he be commanded 
by bis Church to believe a Legend to be of: Divine Revelation ? 
Our Author would have done a- kind part if he had ſet us right 
in this matter between Divine Revelation and Divine Revelati- 
on, between the Revelation for Scripture, and the Divine Reve- 
lation for the Legends. But he faith, for all this, a Perſon is not 
alike obliged to aſſent. No! altho the Church requires it? But 
that, faith He, the-Church doth not ; for tho he may read Legends if 
he pleaſes, yet hs is not bound by bis Church or Religion to give aſſent to, 
or believe any one poſſage in any one Legend whatſoever. It he has no 
better Authority for the latter Branch , than the former, for he 
is not bound to aſſent; than, for he may read them if he pleaſes , his 
Cauſe is uncapable of his ſupport. For, how can he be at Liber- 
ty, whether he will read | hear |] them if he pleaſes, when they 
arc inſerted into 'the Body of their Church-Service ; and are , 
'Leffons choſen out for their Inſtruction ? And he can as little ſay, 
they are-not obliged to Aſſent to them, when the Church it {elf 
faith in its publick Office, They come immediately from God. Is it 
at laſt all come to this, that when things are anſtuzted by Inſpira- 
tin 


. 
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rok of the Holy Ghoſt, as the Orders of St. Benedid, and were re- Apology, p. 
cerved4 from the Holy Ghoſt, as the Rules of thoſe Orders; and 13> 4 


that the Popes were moved by the Holy Ghoſt, as in ordaining ſome 
Feſtivals, and declar'd others to be divinely inſpired, as St. Brigit, 
and St. Catherine; and tO qgme immediately from God, as their Ot- 
ficesz Is it all, 1 ay, come to this, that he is not bound to groe 
aſſent to, or believe any one Paſſage in any Legend whatſoever ? Nor fo 
much, as to believe any one to be a Saint, their Church has 
Canonized; no, not St. Brigit, St. Catherine, nor even the Great 


Xaverinss: For tho ſome pretended Reformers (as he calls them ) gayings, p.21: 


. have' been fo eaſy and forward ('t ſeems ) as to have judged 
thoſe things worthy of Credit, which he was Canonized for ; yet 
no Member of the Church of Rome is bound to aſſent or believe, 
but he may believe, as well as read the Legends of them, if he 
pleaſes; and if he pleaſes he may forbear and fuſpend. And 
this our Author. doth abundantly contirm, by approving what 
the Apologiſt produced out of Bellarmin and Canns, That all things 
contained in the Lives of the Saints, tho mentioned even in the Canoni= 
zation, depend upon human Teſtimony, as to matters of Fatt, and con- 
ſequently are ſubjett to Error. This, ſaith he, proves they are not 
bond to believe : 1 grant it as'far as that goes; but then they are 
adt bound to . believe. whatitheir Church Repreſentative doth de- 
Elare to be of Divine Revelation, and to come immediately - from 
God. Let him take which he pleaſes, it © that will content him. 
But if tn the mean time, their Church contradicts her (clf, and 
owns that at 'one time: to be Divine Revelation, which at ano- 
ther time has only human Teſftimoney , is the Apologift 
bound to reconcile her to her felt? Surely that is an Office 
becoming our Author himſelf. And till he has done it , he 
muſt excuſe us if we a little doubt of the certainty of Faith fo 
much magnified in their Church. Here our Author concludes 
this matter'z but the Apologift went on to the latter Branch, that 
in their publick, Offices thiy often uſe Legends inſtead of Secriptere, and 
have put out- Scripture '#0 bring in Legends. This he proves from 
'the dclign of Cardinal ©wignonixs, who in 'the Reformation 
of the Breviary, put Scripture inftead of Legends ; but that was 
condemn'd, and the Office fo far brought back to its former ſtate. 
'This was fo fall a proof of what the Preacher, ſuggeſted, that 
-our Author thought it beſt to let it drop. - But if he will ſee the 


Character of the delign, againſt he writes -#gain, let him per- 
| uſe 
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uſe the Cardinal's Preface, or conſult Eſpencers, ih Tom. 1. Dj- 
greſſ. l. 1. c. n. p. 156. which thus concludes of the former Bre- 
viary , That many of the Hiſtories of the Saints were ſo ill choſe, 
that ſometimes they begat Contempt and Laughter at the reading of 
them. | 

This puts me in mind of a debt I am into our Author at his 
fourth Character, who there tells us, that he cannot but admire ſome 
Proteſtant Preachers, Writers, and otherwiſe ſober Lay-men of late,who 
take upon them to ridicule, and ſlightingly to wonder at the Papijts for 
this their fond credulity, forſooth. in relation to old Legends, and Modern 
Lives of the Saints. This 1 admir'd at in him, becauſe I tind 
ſome Popiſh Preachers, Writcrs, and otherwiſe ſober Lay-men, that are 
as hard to believe as- the Proteſtants, and think as meanly of 


them. Attend we to Ludovicus Vives (a man, as I have heard, 
| (faith Eſpencexs when he quotes him) out of all ſuſpicion of an irre- 


ligious mind) who aith,, In writing the Lives of the Saintg, every one 
writ 4s he was affedted ; ſo that bis Inclination, not Trath, did draw 
out the Hiſtory. How unworthy of the Saints, and Men, is the Hiſtory of 
the Saints which they call the Golden Legend, ſince it's writ by a man of 
an Iron Month, and a Leaden Heart ? And again, There have been men 
wh) elteemed it for a great piety to deviſe little Lies for Religzon. But 
here this good man needs a little correction, tor if a good end be 
in widr"3s inventions of men ( how incredible ſoever) may in our 
Author's opinion be allowed (as he ſuggeſts). For,faith he, there 
is ſcarce any thing in all thoſe Boks objefted upon this ſcore againſt the 
Papiſts, whether Ancient or Modern Legends., but however incredible it 
may appear, yet generally is all in order to a good end, and the working 
Chriſtian effetts in the Reader, Here is now a Gate of Mindus ſuth- 
cient to let in the whole Shoal of not only the Mendaciola of Vi- 
ves,but all the Heroical Fiftions of Eccleſiatiical Swrxotiſm, and 
to make them to become Authentick. But becaufe our Author 
is ſo grave upon this Argument, that I doubt he may be in car- 
neſt, Jet me for onee recommend to him ſome f.w inſtances, 
for an Exexciſe of his Talent this way, to ſhew how they ſerve 
a good End, and raiſe the Admiration of God*s Power , Gooi'/.s and 
Mercy. Douvdtleſs he will quit himſelf exceeding wel! , it he 
can inform us where the great ſpiritual Advantage 1s in the Rela- 
tions of St. Aldern's and Deicoala's hanging thur Garments up- 


on the Sun-beams; of St. Kentigern's ſetting a Robin Ned-breaſts 


Head to its Body; of St. Odoacers's turning a Pound oi Butter in- 
to 


\ 
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to a Bell ; of St. Michuz's hindring by Prayer the poor. Lambs 
from Sucking their Dan's. I might run into a Volume upon 
this Theme, if it were worth the while: But I ſuppoſe theſe 
may ſerve for the preſent to entertain his thoughts, and to ſhew 
the Reader how impertinent his Vindication of their Legends is. 
Theſe are of the number of thoſe which- Qzignonins faith, are 
the Subject of Scorn and C:7tempt 3 but here are others which are 


ſo inconliſtent with true Religion, that their Dri-d4o concludes De dogmati- 
they were deviſed by Heretitks, as when the Saints are ſaid in the Agony bus & libris 
of Death, to have warned or tequir'd, that when tranſlated out of this Apocryphis, 


World, they ſhould be worſhipp'd, and be invoked in Afflictions and 
Dangers. It being not likely that theſe boly Men while in this World, 
ſhould be ſolicitous of theſe Honours, who ſhould rather pray with Da- 
vid, Enter not into Judgment with thy Servant, O Lord, 

2. He changes Sacraments into Shews , Priefts into Puppets, Of 
this the Apologit produced his Inſtances, as 1. When they ſhew 
the Cup to the Laity, but ſuffer them not to partake of it. 
2. When intheir Solitary Miſſes, the Prieſt alone Communicates, 
and the People are only Spectators cf the Solemnity, a Practice 
that the Council of Trent approves of, and commends. 3. When 
the Hoſt is elevated at Maſs for Adoration. 4. When it's car- 
ried about in publick Procetſtions. In which caſes the Sacrament 
is only ſhew'd to the People, and is contrary to the end for 
which it was inſtituted. For as it was to be in Remembrance of 
. Chriſt, {o it was to be partook of , and by partaking of which, 
we do ſhew forth his Death, 1 Cor. 11. 26. But to ſhew the 
Sacrament, and not to partake of it, is to change the. Sacrament 
into a ſhew. To this our Author replies, Might not a Jew here 
ſtep in, and with this Argument pretend, that Chrift crucified was ano= 
ther ſhew upon Calvary ? but all this is nothing but a method to teach 
Atheiſts, how to make the greateſt Myſteries of Chriftianity ridi- 
culous. As if Chriſtianity m its firtt Inſtitution was a ridicu- 
lous thing ; and he that will bring it back to its firſt State, 
and have the Sacrament only ſo. Adminiſtred , and uſed 
only to thoſe ends for which it was oxdain'd, muſt expoſe the 
Myferies of it to the Scorn of Atheifts. Cannot Chriſtianity 
ſabliſt, or the Mytterics of it be ſacred, without we depart from 
the Simplicity and Purity of it, and ſet up new: Inſtitutions, 
or give new Ends to thoſe Inſtitutions? And becauſe we are for 
partaking of it, and not making it an empty ſhew ; becauſe we 
axe 
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are for the Peo, le's partaking of it, as well as the Prieſt; and 
for thcir partaking of it in both Kinds, and riot in one, accord- 
ing to the Primitive Iottitution 3 Mutt we teach Atheiſts a method, 
how to make the Myſteries of Chriſtianity ridiculous * And becauſe 
we declare againli their Elevations, and expoling the Sacra- 
ment in their publick Proccitions, and their Adoration of it; 
may, by the fame reaſon, 4 Jew ſtep in, and with this Argument 
pretend that Chriſt crucified was another ſhew upon Calvary? But 
may not the Few and the Atheiſt both Rep in, and deride the 
Myfteries of Chriſtianity, when they are thus dreſs'd up 'for the 
Stage, and are turn'd into empty Shows ? When they pretend 
to ſhow our Saviour as upon Mount Calvary, and that concludes 
in ſhowing the Hoſt; and when the Sacrament is call'd a Com- 
munion, and it concludes in the Elevation, Procetfion, or Sa- 
cerdotal Participation only ? I am loth to return him his own 
words, Thoſe who make a ſhew of this, are within one ſtep of the un- 
believing Jews. It had certainly better become our Author to 
have vindicated the Practice of his Church, in the Charge exhi- 
bited againſt them, and proved it abſclztely falſe; or tho it was 
true,that they do not change the Sacrament into a ſhew,by advan- 
cing other ends than it was inſtituted for, and negle&ing thoſe 
that were proper to it. es. 

3. He preaches Purgatory inſtead of Repentance. Our Atithor 
here replies, *Tis abſolutely falfe, inaſmuch as in the plain impart 0 
the Words, 'it imprints this Notion in the Hearers, viz. That the Pa-. 
Pifts don't preach Repentance to the People, but inſtead of this they preach 
Purgatory. But our Author may remember, that when ict was 
ſaid upon occafion , that Li Words will make it plain , the 
Preacher was not miftaken | it was put by with this, that it was 
a Childiſh Plea. - And why ſhould not this Priviledg be allowed 
of retorting in the ſame way ? But how comes this to be more 
the plain import of "the Wards, than what immediately precedes ? 


- For would it not equally follow, that when the Preacher faid 


[ They change Scripture into Legends , Sacraments into Shews, Prieſts | 
anto Pap Thar the plain import of the Words is, they have no 

"=, "po ut Legends no Sacraments, but Shows ; no Prieſts, 
but Puppets? -But if there be no reaſon to take the Words in 
that Senſe in the three former, there is none to take them to in 
the laſt. And therefore, the meaning of the Preacher is no 
other than that, whereas they ſhould preach Repentance fin- 
| cerely, 


in Anſwer to Pulpit-Sayings. 
cerely, according as the Goſpel teaches, they preach Purgatory, 
which invalidates it (as the Apologiſt ſhewed ). This our Au- 
thor ſaith, Is a mincing the Matter; but however it's' the true 
Repreſentation of it. But if we ſo take it, it's yet, he faith, 
Falſe in it ſelf. Here I expected a ſmart Anſwer to the Apolo- 
giſt, who undertakes the Proof of what he aſſerted four ways. 
1. As the Doctrine of Purgatory takes Pcople off from one of 
the moſt powerful Arguments to Repentance, which is the fear 
of Hell. 2. It makes them more fiudious of what will ſet 
them ſafe, than what will make them happy. 3. It makes them 
deter their Repentance, becauſe of a further Allowance of time 
in another ſtate, 4. As they may be delivered thence by the 
Maſles, Alms, and Prayers of the Living. Surely theſe are points 
of ſome Conſequence, and if they are truly infer'd, do ſhrewdly 
ſhake the Foundations of a Purgatory: It falſe, it would have 
been ſome gratifcation to have the Proof of it attempted. But 
our Author is here ſilent ; and falls to the proving it falſe in it 
ſelf, foraſmych as he himſclt has heard many Sermons of Repen= 
tance, and Purgatory never ſo much as mentioned, unleſs it were t6 
ſew the inſufferable Torments of the place, and how great the hazard 
is, even of getting thither, But how doth this Anſwer the Apolo- 
giſt's Arguments to the contrary? He adds further, a Challenge 
to the Apologizer, to find out one Sermon of Spaniaxds, French, &c. 
in Latin, that ſets out Purgatory to the People , as to make them negled 
> tay But this is to beg the Queſtion; for the Point in 
diſpute is, whether the Doctrine of Purgatory doth-not invali- 
date Repentance, and diſpoſe Peoxle to neglect it. And then the 
preaching Purgatory, as it's ſet oxt in the Romen Church, is-the 
preaching People into a neglect of Repentance. 

4., He preaches Faction inſtead of Faith. It cither the Preacher , 
or the Apologift thought it worth the while to write a Comment 
upon this, and to enlarge upon the ſubſequent Diſcourlſe in the 
Sermon, Volumes might be filPd , beginning at the Apoſtolical 
Chair, (as it's calld) and ſo deſcending to the parts belong- 
ing to that Communion; but the Apologiſt contented himſelf 
with a bare mentioning of the Pope's Tf viflelon over Princes, aud 
the Power he challenges of depofing them. But here inſtcad of re- 
lieving his Church, our Author carries the War amongſt his 
Neighbours, always ſerving himſelf of a point, which he knows 
he may be ſafe in. However at length he appeals to their own 

y W. | Sermons, 
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Sermons, and fairly offers, As for the Fafion they can diſcover in 

* onr preaching , let them do their bi! to find even half ſo much ;, we 

freely give them a thouſand years to review, for to match theſe four of 

theirs, And I will dare to return the Challenge, to hnd- even 

half ſo much (aid for Obedience and Loy Ity to Princes in all 

their Sermons for a Thouſand years . as in the Ser- 

mons of thoſe Four years preach'd amongſt us. We tnd 

among them Sermons upon Sermons , abo':: the Exaltation of 

the Pope's Power, and the Power of Holy Church over Princes; 

but as to Allegiance and Fealty to Princes, whether of their own 

or of another Religion, it's a dithcult Theme, and rarely hand- 

led. But. for that, faith he, Ler them take in likewiſe the Sermons 

that are now preached in our Chappels 3 as it they would there preach 

up Faction, when it is to preach againſi themſelves, Bur if we 

would know what their Zeal can do that way, let us look back 

to the bleſſed times of Hzdebrand; nay, but ſtep over Sea, and 

review the times of an Holy Leaguez and there we may ſee ir 

venting it ſelf in a Torrent of Diſloyalty againſt their Princes 

in the Sermons of Poncet , Prevoſt, Bucher, &c. and without 

doubt had it been for the Glory and Quiet of the Church to 

| have had them publiſhed, we ſhould have found ſome glorious 
'Maimburgs things of this kind in the Sermons, even of Bellarmin himſelf, 
Hiftory of the who we are told was employ'd as a Preacher in that buſy time 
Holy League, of the League. As for what he would fix upon the Sermons 
l.1.Þ-79.l at preſent amongſt us, if he could find any Diſloyalty of that 
2. P:25-1- 3- kind, he would not be put to the hard, but his common Shift of 


. 428. 1. 4. : 
3 - FR ſaying, They make unworthy RefleFions upon the Religion of their 
| | Prince, and infinuate Fears and Fealoufies into the People. 
Twelfth Character of a Pulpic-Papiſt, 
Char; 12, There is a great neiſe of Alms made in his Church ; but the Scope 


they too often vainly aim at, is the bleſſing of a preſumed Saint ;, ſecu- | 
rity from the external force of evil Spirits, by the Charms and Spells of WW 
Mmnkiſp Cjuration, a fort of Eccleſiaſtical Magick. Nay, ſometimes WF 
the Scope is that very wicked one of compounding with Heaven by their 
liberal Alms, for their unforſaken Sins ; and here in this Nati (whilſt 

the Iſland was inchanted with Popery ) there were gramed Indul- 
gences, even for what they call deadly Sins, for many thouſand years 

$0 Comes f _ 
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Here our Author inveighs againſt the DoQor for writing in a ; 

ſtrain becoming rather a Play than a Sermon; becauſe he de- 

ſcribes their PraQtices tao much like what they are in themſelves, 

and which he has rather fallen ſhort of, than ſet forth accord- 

ing as they deſerved. As for inſtance, What are their ways of 

Exorciling, but Conjurations ſandtified, and bring that into the 

Church,which ſhould be by an Anathemathruſt out of it? Being 

ſuch as a very valuable Perſon , could not refle& upon without 

the higheſt Indignation : and'who after he had deſcrib'd it from 

the Ordo Baptizandi, cum modo vifitandi ; the Paſtorals, Rituals, the Bp. Taylor's 

Treaſure and Manual of Exorciſms, Mengus's Flagellum Demonum, D:fſwaſive 

&c. he thus concludes , This is the manner of their Devotion for the from Popery, 

uſe of their Exorcifts, in which is ſuch a heap of Folly, Madneſs, Super- Sect, 10. 

ſtition, Blaſphemy, and ridiculous Guiſes, and playings with the Devil, 

that if any man amongſt us ſhould uſe ſuch things, he would be in 

danger of being tried at the next Aſſizes for a Witch or Conjurer 5 hows 

ever, certain it is, what ever the Devil loſes by pretending to obey the 

Exorcift, he gains more by this horrible Debauchery of Chriſtianity» By 

this the Reader ( he appeals to ) may ſee whether the firain the 

Do@Qtor wrote in, was not becoming the Subject. But why 

would not” our Author leave the Reader to be judg, whether 

the DoGtor had juſily complain'd of him for his Omiſſions of 

what belong'd to the fame Argument? Why did he not inſert 

the Motives and the'Means, as well as the Ends? Why was it 

omitted, that this Ecclefiaſtical Magick is what thoſe wicked 

Spirits invent. and inconrage * Why did he not inſert the Avoidance 

of Anathema's, a deliverance from the imaginary Flames of Purgatiry ; 

and their Reſſarion's Charatter of theis Canonizations * Why ſaid 

he nothing of the Alienation of Alms bereby from their proper wſes, 

the increaſe of Superſtition; and the maintaining of al Univerſal Uſur- 

per? Why is there not a word. of-:the Catalogue of the things 

bereby purchaſed, viz. Shrines, Images, Lamps, Incenſe, Holy-water, 

. Agnus De?'s, Bleſſed Grains, Roſes, Pebles, Beals, Reliques, Pardons, 

/  &c. all the goodly Inventory of Superſtition * Was it out of favour 

tothe Doctor, that this was not repeated? And doth he think 

' the Doctor obliged, rather #0 give him thanks, than quarrel, for\bus 

'- of inſerting this part of his Diſcomſe? Or have we not Reaſon to 

think there was ſomewhat in it, which- the DoGor fuggeſts, 

that this ls too Particilay for the purpoſe of Men, who deal in Gene yyLgence P. 3: 

rals, which admit of leſs Diſcovery. Whether the DoGor ows him IT 
| G thanks, 
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thanks, we have reaſon to queſiion 3 but the Publick have, by 
cauſe he gave an occafion for that good Defence; and for % 
publiſhing another Edition of that uſeful Sermon. But after all 
his pretended tenderneſs for the Doctor, he tells of another 
Champion that draws him out to the full ; but what he hath done, 
I neither, know, nox am concern'd ; but it I may judg of his per- 
formance, by his Copartner we have to deal with, there is not 
much to be expeted. But how exact and full ſoever that may be, 
yet our Anthor in abundance of Humility,reſolves at laſt to throw 
away a Page upon the Doctor's twenty, in the Examen of his Vin- 
dication, which, he faith, he no ſooner caft his Eye upon, but 
he :ſees that now a Dofor ,, be underſtands no more their DofEirine and 
Praftices , than when a Child be. knew Gubbard from a Feſuit: A 
very pretty Flouriſh, and a Compariſon not amiſs; for as in 
thoſe days, it was no eaſy matter to know a Gubbard from a Fe- 
ſuit (tho poitibly one and the ſame) when Gubbard could be the 
Jeſuit, and the Jeſuit be Gubhard, as, occaſion ſerved: So it is 
now in the Doctrine of the Church of Rome, which 1s ſo. habit- 
ed and managed by men of Art, that like an Almanack that is* 
calculated tor the Meridian it's to ſerve,it's modelFd according to 


| the Time, Place, Circumſtances, and Service it's to reſpeR. 


For in our Forefathers days it was true Popery, and ſpake as a 
Dragon ; but in our days it comes forth with Expoſition and Re- 


Expoſition of preſentation. If its likely to be for the Converſion of Hereticks, «then 
tbe Doarine It ſhall have the Permithon even' of the Pope himſelf, to-thew 
of the Church it ſelf abroad in this new Attire; but if a private hand ſhall at- 
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tempt it, he ſhall with Imbert be an- Heretick, 'and be puniſhed as: 
ſuch. IF it be at Rome, and a Cardinal is to. ſpeak his own 
Senſe, then the Honowr paid to an Image is Divine, and for the 
ſake of the Image. If it be fox the Service of France , "and a 
particular Caſe, then the fame Cardinal can ſubſcribe to Expoſi- 
tion, and it's not ſo much the honouring the Image, as the Apoſtle, or 
Martyr in the preſence of the Image. It it be to be ſuited to the hu-. 
mour of a great Marſhal, then it's not the Image, but Chrift, as 
the Biſhop of Meaxx words it; if it be for the Villagers, then 
#*s the Image and: Chriſt, as Imbert's Curate. So that it ſeems the 
Doctrine of the Church of Rome is one while a Gubbard, and 
another while a Jeſuit, varying, with Protexs, its Forms, and 
taking with the Camelion its. Colour and CompleSn, from 
the Objets and Occaſions it meets with, It's no wonder then, 
it 
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if the Doctor, when a Door, can no more underſtand the Do. 
&rine of their Church, than when a Child he could know Gwb- 
bard from a Feſuit. But however, here is Do&rine and Praflice joyn- 
ed together; and for once we will try whether the Doctor has 
not indeed underſtood both too well for our Author to thank him. 
But why doth not the Do&or underitand their Dofrine or Pra- 
Gice ? It's becauſe he ſaid, £8 

I. Sometimes the Scope is, that very wicked one- of compounding 

with Heaven by liberal Alms, for their unforſaken Sinsg. Our Author 

rants then, that if this be the Scope they dire& their Alms to 
Fo compound by them for their unforſaken Sins ], it'sa very wicked one. 
'But this faith, He was without one word of proof, and now the Dotior 
in his Defence only proves at large the Practice of Indalgences, but not a 
word of their being given for unforſaken Sins. We own the Power of In- 
dulgences, but that this can or may be done, either with Money, or with- 
out, for unforſaken Sins, this we look, upon as Abominable aud Abſurd, 
in the ſight both of God and Man, 

But has the Doctor prov?d nothing but the Pratiice of Indulgences 2 
Has he not alſo prov'd beyond Exception, that Gain is made of 
them? and that there was too great Reaſon for that Complaint in 
Matthew Paris, That Chriſt's Blood altho it be ſufficient to ſave Souls, 
yet the ſame without Satisfaftion applied by the Pope , is not ſufficient, 
Romanorum loculos impregnare, to fill their Coffers at Rome? 
Hath not the Do@tor further prov'd, that by this courſe, they 
compound with Heaven for their Sins? But will he ſay, What is 
this to the purpoſe? Yes, it is to him ' that faith, Indzlgences are 
not for forgiveneſs of Sins. But he perliſts till, there 3s not a word 
of their being given far unforſaken Sins. Not a word! What is 
there then amongſt all that Lif of Pardons ( as he calls it) ? 
There is not, he Taith, that the. Doftor can pretend, makes for 
this intent, excepting that of Boniface 9; which too has nothing in it 
for bis purpoſe, beſides bis own falſe Tranſlation, and the peruerſe Con- 

ftrnftion be puts upon it. The Aithor quoted for this by the. Do- 


or, is Theodorick Niem, who faith, That Boniface the 9th, (who De Schiſmate 
was an Inſatiable Gulph, and bad none like to bim in Covetouſneſs) |. 1. c. 68. p. 
not being content with the Offerings at the Jubilee, which by 73: 


the Death of Urban, he enter'd upon, altho they roſe to-a vali 
Sum, ſent his ColleQors with Indulgences to many Countrys, 
offcring, them thereby the ſame” ſpiritual Advantages, which 
they ſhould have reap'd by cone to Rome, upon the depoſiting 
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ſo much Money. as would have born their charges thither;z in 
which they proſpered fo well, that by the vending of thcm inone 
Province, they carried away above a hundred thouſand Florins, 
Ornia omnia peceata fine Panitentia ijſts . confitentibus relaxarunt ; be- 
cauſe ( a5 the Door tranſlates it ) he gave ( by them ) Indul- 
gence for all Sins without Repentance, This, faith our Author, 7s a 
falſe Traiſltim, and perverſe ConttruGioi. But why (o, doth not 
Penitentia tignitie Repentance ? Or is Penance truly any other than 
Repentance ? If it. be, then why do the Rhemiſts travflate 
teTe'rorz, by Penance, Matth. 3. $, &c? But he faith, Pawnitentia 
ber? ſignifes Penance, and nt Repentance , which is indiſpenſably im- 
ply'd in their Confeſſion , which cannot be rightly perform'd without Res 
pentance. What he ſaith upon another occalion, may with a little 
Alteration. be htly return'd to him. Marry, if Contethon was 
never performed among them, but when it was rightly per- 
form'd, this would be a good Reaſon, But if Conteſſhon amon 
them be perform'd without Repentance,: (as ſhall afterward be 
ſhewn in Char. 14.) then this is no Reaſon. Burt beſides, this 
is not to the purpoſe. For when he faith, That Paenitentia bere 
frgnifies Penance, and not. Repentance, he is to fetch his Reaſon for it 
from the Author, whoſe Senſe is in diſpute, and to contider the 
Circumſtances of the place that is quoted ; but of this he has not 
one tittle 3, ſo that all that he faith, amounts to no more than 
this, that Pawnitentia bere fignifies Penance , and not Repentance ; be- 
cauſe it ſo fignities : Which makes me think that he never look*'d 
into the Author; or if he had fo done, he. would have ſeen 
what Reaſon the Door had. for his Tranſlation. For | 

I. It's plain from the Hiſtory, that the Buſineſs in hand was 
to utter the Pardons to the beti Advantage 3 that in Matthew 
Paris's Phraſe,' they might thereby impregnate the Pope's Coffers. 

2. That there were no other Conditions requir'd for obtain- 
ing the Pardon, bus Gonkethon, and paying ka pon ht have 
cott them-in'a Pilgti ge fo Rome; Repentance being not ſo much 
as mtimated to be. any part of the Condition. | 

3. It's farther Evident from the very next Clauſe, where it's 
faid', Swper quibuſſibet irregularitatibus d:ſpenſatur interventu pecunie, 
Fhat Pens there was Money, they were diſpenſed with all ſorts of 
irregularities, telling the People that they had in this matter /4ll the 
Power of binding and lo.fing, which Chriſt gave to Petcr. . 

4. This is produced by = Hiſtorian, as a groſs Abuſe ; but 
| what 
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what was there extraordinary in it, if the Indulgence was ( as 
our Author holds) only for the Relaxation of the Canonical Penances 
due tn Sin, upon Repentance? | 
5. This is conformable to what other Authors obſerve in the 
like Cafes. Tſpergenſis ( as was ſhewed in the Apology, p. 44+) 
relates, that upon the plenary Indulgences then ſent torth, they 
faid, Let ine aft what wickedneſs I will, T ſhall by theſe be delivered 
from Puniſhment. And Eſpenceas ſaith, That it was evident from 
their proceedings , That they rather ſought their Money , than their 
Repentance. 
By this time, I hope the Doctor is clea 
tion, Or perverſe Conſtruction 
However our Author ſaith , 
DoQtor can pretend makes for. his intent, bcfides that of Boniface. But 
if this be for his intent, there needs no more 3 yet methinks there 
are Others look broadly this way. What thinks he of the In- 


r'd from falſe Tranſla- 


That there is not one Pardon the. 


®S 
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dulgence granted to him, that ſaith or beareth . or bearah abgut Defence, p. 8. 


him, the Prayer (which is there ſaid to be fhewed to St. Augu- 
ffine, by the Revelation of the Holy Ghoſt) that 1/hat be asketh 
of God, be ſhall obtain, if it be to the Salvation of his Soul, and when 
bis Soul ſhall depart from bis Rody , it ſhall not enter into Hell 2 Here 
is mention made only of hearing, or #eading, or bearing about him 
that Prayer. And becauſe he may be afſurcd, that it ſhall not ſo 
be with him, as not to hear or read it ; it's there ſaid further, that 
he ſhall not dye of ſudden Death ; and that no expedient be want- 
ing, if he but beareth it about him, he is {ure to eſcape Damnation. 
What can we think again of the Prayer (which they tell us 
St. Bernard daily ſaid, and was written in a Table that hang near 
to the high Altar in St. Peter's Church at Kome) which, Wheſo 
devoutly and daily ſaith with a contrite heart ( and we know what 
was meant by that in thoſe days) if be be that day in the ſlate of 
Eternal Damnation , then this Eternal Pain ſhall be changed him into 
Temporal Pain of Purgatory, &c. and all bis Sins ſhall be forgotten and 
forgiven, through the infinite Mercy of God, And how backward ſoe- 
ver our Author is to acknowledg it, yet this was no ſirange 
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Dodtrine in thoſe merciful days ; for ſo Clement 6. grants a ple- Bulla Clem. 
nary Indulgence to all.that died in the way to Rome , and 6- Wrrajet. 
commands the Angels of Paradiſe , to carry the Soul immediately to A- D- 1653: 


Heaven. 


Before I leave this, I ſhall offer theſe Conſiderations in Con- 
firmation of what the Doctor. aſſerted.. (1.) That 
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(1.) That Sin is unforſaken, which is unrepented of, That Sin 

is not repented of, for which, according to them, due Satisfa- 

&ion has not been made. Due Satisfaction has not been made, 

when for a Million oi years of Punifhment due (according to 

our Author's notion) the reciting of three Prayers ſhall be ſuthici- 
cnt for Pardon. 

® (2.) That Sin is not forſaken,which a Perſon commits in hope. 

© of an Indulgence, and which. notwithſtanding he Sins in the 

ExpcCation of, he ſhall not forfeit his intereſt in it, 

(3.) That Sin is not forſaken , which a Man dies in ; and 

which he is encouraged to live in, from the hopes of that In- 

| dulgence : Such was the ſtate of thoſe in the Maccabees ( as 

De —_— Bellarmin falves it). And ſuch Indulgences have been often 

\-> ee Hagny granted to Perſons at the Point of Death , as Clement the 

' Bull. to. 4. p. 10th did give plenary Indulgence to thoſe, that in that hour 

$5. . cal'd upon any of thoſe hve Saints he had newly Cano- 
nized. 

(4+) Sins cannot be preſumed to be truly repented of, or forſa- 
ken, or could it be thought neceſſary fo to forſake thgn, when 
they encouraged themſelves to it, from an Expectation of an In- 
dulgence; as UVſpergenſis relates. : 

(5-) Indulgences do not ſuppoſe Sins to be forſaken, or that 
therein Perſons are injoyn'd to forſake them, when they reſpect 
the time to come, Which brings me to the 24 Branch of his 
Charge. 

2. They have granted Indulgences.even for what they call deadly Sins, 

: for many thouſand years to come. Here are two things afferted by 
b ' the Doctor, 1, That Indulgences were granted for what they 
call deadly Sins. 2. That they were granted for many thou- 

fand years to come. Here the Do&or complains of our Author, 

tor leaving out the Proof that he produced in his Sermon tor it, 

from the Hore B. Virginis ; but our Author has here forgot to 

give any recompence to the DoQtor for that Injury. However, 

upon this Argument it muſt be confeſsd , rhat he has-acquitted 

himfelt beyond all Contradidion, having produced no lefs than 

three Indulgences out of that very Book, for deadly Sins, totiens 

quotiens, (as the words are). What Reply doth the Sayer make 

to this, for his own, or his Friend Mr. Pwlton's, or his Church's 

Vindication? The matter is drop'd, and the Charge therefore 

ftands in tull force. upon- Record againli them. .Paſs we thertfore 

to'the next. re 2. Indul- 


Defence, p. 6. 
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2. Indulgences were granted for many thouſand years to come, Here 
the Doctor infifis upon the fame Authority, and produces In- 
ſtance after Inſtance, of Indulgences granted for ſuch a term of 
Years, as that of Pope Fohn 22. for 3000 years for deadly Sins, 
and 3000 for Venial = That of St. Peter, and thirty other 
Popes, for 6000 years; of Alexander the 6th, tor 10000 years; 
of Sixtus 4. for 32755 years; and another of Fohn 22. for 
1000000 years. And what's this, but for years to comes 

To this our Author replies. 

I. This looks like an aſſerting of the Vulgar Reproach, to wit, That 
[ the Pope can give the Papiſts leave to Sin for many years t0 come | s and 
1s the thing be ſeems willing to imprint on his Readers in all the Inſtances 
be has brought , by the way that he handles them. But here the 
.- Doctor imprints no more on his Reader, than the Inſtances them- 
ſelves will imprint, for they are in order nakedly propoſed. But 


{uppoling he did affert that Vmlgar Reproachz; our Author was npygrines and 
once ask'd, and I don't remember he ever an{wer'd it , What Praices, c. 


mighty difference is there, whether a man procures with Money a Diſpen- 
ſation, on Pardon ? Fof the Sin can hurt him no more, than if be had 
a Liccenſe to commit it. If a MalefaQor be ſure of a Pardon, af- 
ter he has commitced the Crime. it's as to himſelf the ſame, as 
if he had a Diſpenſation before-hand for it? And fo it has been 
determined among themſelves, That he that willingly commits a 
Sin in hope of a Fubile, or an Indulgence afterwards to be granted, doth 
not loſe the benefit of it. This is a cafe propos'd by Bellarmin, and 
which like a cautious Perſon, he would not interpoſe in. Here 
our Author declares, This is moſt contradiftory to the DoCrine we 
are taught, and to the received Notion of Indulgences amongſt Catholicks, 
who are ſo far from preſuming upon leave to Sin, pon the grant of Indul- 
gences, that they don't think that any one Sin that is paſt, can be forgiven 
by an Indxlgence. But this is proteftatio Contra fatium; where 
he has been taught his Catholick DoGrine, | know not ; but the 
time has been, - when his Catholi-ks were taught otherwiſe z Or 
elſe, what needed it to have been complain'd of ? Thus we are 
. told that the Popes both have given, and their Pardoners have 
_ thus told the People, and the Pcople have thus believed , that 
* Indulgences were as well tor the time to come, as the time paſt. 
' And ſurely the Bulls of the Popes, Pawl 3. -and. Falins 3. to the 
| Fraternity of the Sacrament of the Holy Altar,” contains what is 
Equivalent to it, in which it's PoE that the Brethren may 
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have a dormant Faculty for a plenary Pardon to be uſed when 
they pleaſe. But for all this, if our Author be to be credited, 
They don't think, that any one Sin that is paſt, can be forgiven by an 
Indulgence. And in Confirmation of this , he faith, Indulgences 
are only for the Relaxation of Canonical Penalties due to Sin, which be- 
ing aſſigned by the Church , may likewiſe by the ſame Authority be re- 
lear'd. The whole of this matter will be determined by conſi- 
dering, what Indulgences are, and to what ends they were de- 
fign'd, and are efteem'd to ſerve in their Church. 

But here I obſerve, that the Account given by our Author of 


\ Indulgences, is the ſame that is own'd by Lxther and Calvin, and 


the reſt of the Hereticks, who, ſaith Bellarmin, held, that an In- 
dulgence amongſt the Ancients , was nothing but a Relaxation of the 
Puniſhment rehich the Church commanded. And which he therefore 
diſputes againſt by ſeveral Arguments; as 1. There would be no 
need of the Treaſure of the Church. 2. That then an Indul- 
gence would be rather hurtful than profitable, and the Church 
would decejve her Children. 3. That they could nothe grant- 
ed for the dead. 4. That many of them, who recevs Indul- 
gences, do often, and are ſometimes obliged to undergo Cano- 
nical Penance. 5. The form of them -proves it. This I re- 
member has formerly been put to our Author, and I ſhould be 
glad to find him to confute Bellarmin, or to reconcile Bellarmin 
tohim, To this I may add, 6. That Relaxation of Penances,and 
Remithion of Sins, are dittin&ly provided for in the Indulgences:: 
So inthe Bull of Urban 8. is a grant not only of Relaxation, but 
Remiſhon. | 

But here our Author interpoſes, and faith, That they are ſo far 
from preſuming upon leave to Sin, that they don't think, any one Sin 


that |'is paſt, can be forgiven by an Indulgence. And fos this he., 


will be giving a Reaſon, becauſe faith he, . Fe are taught that no 
Sin is forgiven, even in the Sacrament of Confeſſion, without a fincere 
Repentance» Whether the latter be true, will remain to be con- 


ſidered under the next Character; but what will aReaſon ſig-- 


vify againſt Matter of Faq? For it's ſtill a queſtion, whether 


Sin is not pretended to be forgiven by Indulgence?. And what 
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more common. in Indulgences, than a promiſe of Remiſion, and - Þ.. 
plenary Remiſſion? As for thaty faith he, Whoever conſiders, that Ws. 


they were many times forgiven for many hundred. years ; nay, as the 


_ Dofor bath it [and (urely he hath-it from themſelves] for many 


thouſand 


in Anſwer to Pulpit- Sayings. 


ving leave to fin for ſo long time to come, which fo far exceeds the term 
of mans life. But though it gives not leave to ſin, it's ſure a pardon 
for ſin; and he can no more have a pardonfor a. Thouſand years 
paſt, who has lived but fifty or ſixty, than have an allowance 


For a Thouſand years to come. And the Dofor faid not that 


they grant by Indulgences leave to fu for many Thouſand years 
to come, but that they granted Idulgences for many Thouſand years to 
come. But what ith our Author to theſe prodigious numbers of 
years ? Irs, faith he, only the releafing of Penances, which being aſ= 
find in proportion to the ſins, for ſome ſins three years penance -3 for 
others five ; might with ſome careleſs Chriſtians amount to that degree, 
that for fifty years of life, they might poſſibly bave-5000wears penalties 
due to their fins. And we ſhall add for him, the 32000 of Sixtws 
the 4th. and the ten hundred thouſand of Fohn the 22th, Well, 
ſuppoſing this account of it to be right, and that an Indulgence 
is only a relaxation of ſuch Penances as are due to the offence : 
Yet, what Jeave,or at leaſt encouragement is here given. to ſin, 
when a man that has deſerved to undergo 5000 or 30000, or 
ten hundred thouſand years of Penance, ſhall by a Bull of a 
Pope be diſcharged from all this for ſaying three ſhort Prayers, 
or five Pater-Nofters, five Aves,and a Credo ? But ſuppoſing the Sin- 
neris fo carcleſs alſo, that after that he has run up the ſcore to fo 
high a ſum, he has not procured ſuch an Indulgence, and that 
n the 5000, and the ten hundred thouſand years Penalties remain 
| due, where is it that he is to undergo theſe Penalties ? And 
where is it that the Church in his notion,appoints, afigns, and in- 
g fits them ? After all, methinks he had better have ſaid, with 


as far as is promiſed, but it's ſo declared, that the Faithful might 
be excited to. give, and the Church deceives them. 


- © © Thirteenth Character of a Pulpit-Papiſt. 


-- This he diſtributes into nine Particulars : 


_ | well,and he in an inſtant is thought worthy of a better Kingdom. This he 
W faith is abſolately ſalſe. For this he gives two Reaſons, 1.That Fal- 


he ſhood and deceit are no where recommended or taught by bis Church. As if 
w/ his Church would dirc&ly eftabliſh ſach Propokitions.And yet the 
H | 


Coungl 


Thouſand years to come, be muſt ſoon conclude that this could not be gt | 


8 ſome of their own Church , that the Relaxation doth not avail, * 
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Council of Conſtance comes near it , when it aſſerts, Faith is nor 

to be kept with Hereticks. 2. He faith, I am certain no man of what 

Churehb ſoever ſo guilty, can have admittance there, but by a ſincere repen- 

tance and reſtitution. This is the received Doftrine of bis Church, and 
T hope in their dealing they prafiice it as mnch as any.Here he turns off 

the caſe in hand from the publick to the private ſtate of affairs, 

and has not one word in vindication of what the Apologiſt laid 

to their charge,cſpecially in that notorious inſtance of the Pope's 
ſolemn Oration-made in the Conclave in commendation of the 

Aſaſſination-of Henry the Third of France. . 

As our Author has here broke one ſentence of the Preacher's: 
from another, and ſet in the midſi what. belongs to the Sermon 
of Alms : Sothe has wholly omitted Afﬀertion 1 4th. in the Apo- 
logy, viz. If the Pope and his Emiſſaries ſay the right hand is the left, 
the Papiſts are bound to believe it 5 which is there made good by 
four ſeveral Arguments. But here our Author is modeſt, and has 
left it to ſhi't for it ſelf, and his Church under the heavy charge. 
of it. 

2. No man can be a Papiſt , but he whoſe eyes are blinded' by Edu-- 
cation, or he who puts his own eyes out by Atheiſm. It's in. the Ser-- 
mon,No man Therefore can be a Papiſt, &c.which refers to what was 
there before ſaid, and the deſcription the Preacher had given of 
Popery,viz.1. That the Pope can diſpence with the Laws of Nature, 
and againſt the Old and New Teſtament. 2. That the Word of God 
is a Noſe of Wax, a Dumb Fudg, and dead Ink, 3. That the Pope. 
is another God upon Earth, and that if be declares the right hand is the 
left, we ought to believe him. And then follows, No man therefore can 
be a Papiſt, but, &c. The Quettion here is not about the Lives of 
Papiſts (as our Author would have it) but about the. chara&er of 
Popery: And then it remains to be conſidered, whether the. 
Preacher was right in his repreſentation of. it, and in. the Au- 
thorities he produces for it. But inſtead of bringing the caſe to- 
an iſſue, our Author in his Good Advice, leit. out what went be- 
foce, and the Marginal Quotations of what he cited from the 
Sermon,and now has offer'd no manner of Reply to,nor ſo much.. 
as taken notice of the Apologiſt's Argument.. . 5 

3. The Council of _ Trent expreſſeth its -allowance of pituring the + 


Divinity it ſelf, and accordingly the Pifiures of the Trinity ar? ordi- 


narily to be beheld in the Popiſh Churches. This is a new point our Au- 
thor has ſubſlituted ; perhaps thinking this look's, ſomewhat 
better 


in dnſwer to Pulpit-Sayings. 
better than an Anſwer to that he has omitted 3 but yet I ſhall 
take it in my way. Here the Preacher, 1. Appeals to their Do- 
ctrine, and for which he quotes the Council of Trent. 
2, To their practice and uſe. 
| As to the hrſt, our Author ſaith, #*s falſe, fince the Council 
delivers juſt the contrary, taking care that if # happens that the Hi- 
ſtories of the Holy Scriptures be painted or figured, that the peaple be 
taught, the Divinity is not therefore figur'd or painted, as if that could 
be ſeen with corporeal eyes, or repreſented in colours. Sel. 25. - 
Now here I obſerve, 1. Our Author repreſents the caſe as if 
the Picturing of God and the Trinity in their Churches was 
much like what Aaron' pleads for the Golden Calf , T caſt 
it into the fire, and there came outthis calf; as if it was what they 
find in their Charches, have been placed there by they know not 
whom, and are like thoſe that are to be {cen, it ſeems, in the fron- 
tiſprece.of ſome Bibles and Common-Prayer-Books of the Church of Eng- 
land, that come from an obſcure uncertain hand ; but what they 
themſelves do not regard. If it _— &c. {aith the Council; 
thus far indeed our Author goes with the Council, but why did 
he leave out what immediately follows, and why did henot read 
it as the Council reads it ? If it happens that ſometimes the Hiſtories 
and Narrations of Scripture be Painted or Figured ( when that ſhall be 
expedient: for the unlearned people..) So that it's not an accidental 
thing, but deſignedly done, as an Expedient for inſiruQting the 
znlearned people. | | 
But however the Preacher faith that of the Council, which 
the Council denies, that they pitiwre the Divinity it ſelf ; but doth 
he ſay, that they piture what they themſelves believe to be the 
Picture of the Divinity ? No ſurely, then he had contradicted 
the Council, and made them downright Anthropomorphites ; but 
he lays it to their charge that they piGzre and make Repreſenta- 
tions of the Divinity and Trinity it ſelf, as well as of Saints, that is, 
not ſparing even the Divinity. O but, faith the Council, theſe 
are only Hiftories of the Holy —_ But is there any Hiſtory of 
Scripture that tells us God did fo appear in any Form , other- 


wiſe than in a Prophetical Scheme ? And is not even that for- 
bidden when an Image of God is forbidden , becauſe God can- 
not be deſtribed in any way but by what he is not ; and ſo is a 
reaſon againſt Tmmages' in all,as well as any one Inſtance ; and of 


which none can'be propoſed but what fall under the fame con- 
|  _H2 demnation? 
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demnation ? As for what he hath ſeen in the Frontiſpiece of ſome 
Bibles and. Commen-Prayer Books, they. belong no- moxe to our 
Church, than the Temple of Pal/as to the Koman Church, though 
exiſtcat-in it. If indeed they were as commonly to be ſeen in our ' 
Churchcs, were allow'd, were {ct up by order, and ador'd ; if 
he could hind it defended, and the benefit they are of to the 
people, ſet forth in the Articles and Catechiſm of our Church, 
then he had ſomething to fay ; but till that, he is guilty. of a 
groſs Miſtepreſentation, and in his common phraſe, of an Ab- 
flute Falſhood, that faith, that the Preacher's Exclamation of, O 
hateful fight '! may be as properly apply'd to any thing of that nature in 
our Churches. 

4. He prays to Images. This, faith he, is falſe tov, for ſeveral 
Reaſons: (1.) Becanſe they are taught to pray to God alone, but to none 
elſe, Is that all? It muſi- be acknowledged they go a little fur- 
ther, for they deſire the Interceſſion of ſuch holy perſons as are accepta» 
ble to God, whether in Heaven or Earth 7 But do they no other- 
wiſe defire the Intercethon of Holy perſons in Heaven, than they 
do thoſe in Earth ? Do they ask, ſuppoſe, of a Confeſſor to be 
delivered from the chain. of their ſins.to be preſerved from ſpiritual mala- 
dies, and Hell-frre , and to be prepar'd for Heaven, &c. as they ask 
of the Saints? Or do they ſo much as pray to God, that he 
would grant. that by the Merits and Prayers of their Conteſſor, as 
well as St. Andrew, they may be delivered from the Fire of Hell ? 

(2.) He faith, For Images, we confeſs them to be nothing but wood and 
ftone.” Will he be fo bold as to fay this, nothing but wood, after they 
are Conſccrated ? Let our Author. conſult Papiſt Repreſented and 
not Miſrepreſented, Chap.'1. And will he deny that they are Re- 
preſenters, and to be applicd to as- if the. Objes Repreſented 
were preſent ? It he doth , why has he not beftow?d a little of 
his pains.in ehattiſing the Apologift ? But it ſeems the Apologift 
however has laid himſelf open in going farther, for he ſpeaks of 
leaving prayers with an Image. And why. not as well as pray to 
them ? Let.him ſtate the matter, and confute this, and le pro- 
miſe him the Apologiſt ſhall then give up the former, But what's 
become ofthe Chriftus in Imagine, in Curtins ? Surely the City. of 
Lucca will take it ill at his hands, that he has not a word to ſay 


' in behalf of their famous Image , and the veracity- of their. Hi-- 


{torian.. Here I ſhall. refer: the Sayer to what- has. been already 
fatd, Char. 9.1.2, Ifhall _— excule; that he makes ; for his 
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perverſion of the Preacher's ſenſe,” though ic had been a little 
more lincere, if he had poſitively acknowledged his fault, rather 
to come -off with an Tf, when the caſe is evident, 

5- He worſhips Bread and Wine, not as Repreſentations of God, but 
as God himſelf. This, faith he, is falſe, fince we worſhip only God him- 
ſelf, and not the Bread and Wine, which we believe not to be in the 
Bleſſed Sacrament... And then he comes in with his charge of Mif- 
repreſenting, and gravely adds a good Rule from a worthy 
hand. But all is ſpoiled for want of proof that the Preacher 
doth charge it upon them, thac thigy believe firſt of all the Bread 
and Wine to be in the Sacrament: and yet worſhip it as God him- 
ſelf. But the Preacher ſpeaks not of what they believed, but 
what they did, as is plain by the Negative he inſerts, viz. Here 
you ſee the Bread and Wine are worſhipped by them, not as Repreſenta= 
tions of God, which the Bread and Wine are, but as God himſelf. 
The Preacher ſhews the groflneſs of their practice, that what is 
' Indeed but Bread and Wine in their Subttance , and a Repre- 
ſentation of our Saviour, they worſhip as God himſelf. The for- 
mer is what the thing is in it felt, the latter he charges upon 
them as their practice. And therefore the Sayer firſt miſtakes the 
caſe, and then proceeds to ſpend a cenſure upon it. 

6. He is taught, that the Paſſion of Chriſt takes away only the guilt 
of Mortal fins, but not the eternal puniſhment. Here the -A4pologiſt 
took {ome little pains to ſtate the Caſe, and proceeded upon 
theſe Heads, to ſhew in their way,. 1. That the Guilt may be 
taken away, when the puniſhment is not. 2. That the Guilt 
may be taken away by one cauſe, and the eternal puniſhment by 
another. 3. That the Paſſion of Chriſt only takes away the 
Guilt of. Mortal fins, but doth not take away the eternal puniſh- 
ment. Here it-might be expe&ed our Author would have en- 
. ter'd into the Merits of the Cauſe, but inltead of that, faith, iz*s 
falſe ; gives us a ſhort reaſon or two, and diſmiſſes the. point, and 
leaves the Apology without a word of Reply. Dy 62 
7. He is taught the non-neceſſity of Repentance before the imminent 

/ point of death. This is another new point ſcor'd up to the ac- 

_ count. of the-Preachers, and was none of the twenty eight Aſſer- 
'Y tions in the Advice. But however, I ſhall try whether the 
= Preacher had not Authority for.it. | 


Here. 
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Here our Author' offers two things : 1. That it's abſolmtely - 


contrary to the Dofirine and general prattice of their Church , whoſe 
Members are obliged to go to Confeſſion once a year, which cannot be per- 
form'd without a hearty Repentaiic%. 2. We hear nothing fo much diſ- 
conrſed of in our Books and Sern:.ns, as deferring Repentance to the laff, 


I will not undertake for their Sermons, for I am not ſo conver- - 


fant in theirs.as he is in ours ; butrin their Books we find, 1. That 
they are taught that they are not bound to repent bt in the dan- 
Enchir. C. I. oo, or point of death. So Navar,, who athrms it to be the ſenſe of 
—_ all. 2, That though the ChMh calls upon them to repent at 
ſolemn times, as Eaſter, yet the Church is ſatisfied in the Ritual 
Reginaldus de performance of .it , and that true inward Repentance is not 
Contrit.l. 2. thereby requir'd. 3. That to defer our Repentance, is but a 
C. 4. rye], ane - : 
Soroin 4 Sent, Venial fin. 4. This is conformable to the Doctrine of the 
Diſt. 17. 94. 2. Church, which teaches that Abſolution- with Attrition is equi- 
. Arr. 6. Concl. yalent to Confefſion. - Ot this fee Char. 1 4. 1. 2. 


*. 8. The bare ſaying of Prayers, without either minding what he ſays, 
. or mnderſtanding it, is ſufficient to the Divine acceptance. 
9. So he is to appear before God dumb and ſenſeleſs, like one of his 
T1dols. 


Our Author obſerves here, that i ſeems by the Apologizer this 
ſaying of the Preacher is not charged upon us as a profeſs*d Doftrine of 
ors, bitt only as a conſequence of his own Head, and from whence does 
be draw it ? From this ſuppos'd principle, viz. the Romilh Church 
enjoyns the ſaying Prayers in a Language unknown to the Generality of 
the people. The Chain as here repreſented, is wholly a Fiftion, 
For after the Apologift had charged him with a partial Relation 
of the Preachers fenſe, he thus concludes, So that what the Ad- 


viſer quotes is (not a conſequence infer'd from a principle, as he 


faith, but) a particular of the foregoing General, the Preacher telling his 
Arditors,that meer Works done in Afts of Devotion in the Church of 
Rome is, in the opinion of that Church , ſufficient to Divine 
Acceptance; This he fortifies with an Inſtance, as it is in bare 
ſaying of Prayers without either minding What they fay, or un- 


derſtanding it. And he goes on ; And agreeably berextnto the Romiſh © 


Church enjoyns the ſaying them in a Log not anderftood, &c. So 


far is it etther from our Author's con Page a principle from } 
or ſlips away from the | © 
Argument of the Apologift, which brought him to the exigence | + 


whence it's infex?d. But here our Ant 


of owning himſelfa Fallifier as to his charge againſt the Preacher; 


Or 


— 
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or a Deſerter and Condemner of his own Church. But why doth 
he now call | the enjoyning of a Prayer in a Language unknown to the 
People | a Juppoſed Principle ? Is it not enjoyned ? There heis ſilent, 
But what it the Prieſts do not underſtand ? So it has been} fo Nic. 
Clemangis ſaith, We ſee Prieſts almoſt univerſally have much ado to read, 
without underſtanding the Senſe or the Words; o Billet, &c. And what 
if the Prieſts do underſtand it ? Is it therefore underltood by the 
People?But why doth he intiance in Mitfals tranflated for Vulgar 
uſe? That ſure he ſhould be cautious in, for it's an attempt ſtands 
reproabated by a great Authority , as the Szed-plot of Diſobedience , Se- 
dition, Schiſm, &&c. Now which is in the right, Pope Alexander the 
7th, who thus condemn'd and forbad it ; or our Author, who 
ſaith, The People have the ſame in Engliſh, and what will become 
both of Prieſis that allow it, and People that uſe it, when the 


Anathema of the Cquncil of Trent is alſo againft it, (as Salme-_ 


7on, and. others declare) I {hall leave as I find it. From thence 
our Author ruwzs to the Mzſ5, which he faith, being a Sacrifice ra- 
tber than a Prayer, the Attention and Devotion of the People doth not 
fo. much conſift in the Words, ſaid by the Prieſt, as in what is done by 
bim. But is there in the Maſs nothing but the Oblation, nothing 
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but Action? Are there. no. Prayers ? That he dares not ſay, he © 


only ſoftens, i*s not ſonmch, it's rather. And what does this fig- 
nify to theſe parts of the Service, which are not of that kind ? 
Where then is the Devotion and Attention, when there is no Un- 
derſtanding ? Where the Acceptance, when there is neither At- 
tention or Devotion ? Let him confider what the Apologitt faid, 
+ 37, 39. and then he will tind his Appeal to their Practice to 
be of no Service to him. When all is ſaid, he has loſt the Argu- 
ment about the Acceptance of Prayer not underſtood, and which 
the Apologift offer'd him Authorities for. But here he ſuppoles 
he has him at Advantage; and: tho he lets go Tolet and Salmeron, 
yet he charges him home with ſomewhat worſe than Ignorance, for 


making the Repreſenter an Abetter of ſuch unreaſonable Dofrine,. [that 


to. ſay Prayers well and devonily, *tis not neceſſary to bave Attention not 
on the IVords or Senſe | when he bas left-out the following Words, | But 
rather purely on God. | It's an Qmiilion, I confeſs, a fault fre- 
quent with- himſelf, I heartily wiſh our Author as clear of 
Abetting what he calls the unreaſonable Dotirine, as the Apologiſt 1s 
of Contrivance z who may therefore juſtly return his own words 


' in a charge ſomewhat worſe, I-can aſſure bim, *twas not deſign, 
& RR 


Sayings, Þ-47s /- 


_—— 


Sum. par. 3. 
tit. 13. 


Inftruct. Sa- 
cer.c.,13.n.5,6. 


Char. I. - 


Pulpit-Popery, True Popery 
but miſtake only. Tn juſtice to him , let us put it in, yet I dowt 
ſee the cale at all amended ; Attention purely on God, being a diſtin& 
thing from Attention on the Prayers. And if he fays his Prayers 
without attending to the Words or Senſe, whether he thinks purely 
on God,or thinks on any thing elſe, yet he is no more at theſe his 
Prayers with his mind, than it he were not at Prayers. For 
what are Prayers in publick but the Words and Senſe? And 
what makes them our Prayers, but Attention to the Words and 
Senſe? So that Prayers without Attention , are much at one 
with Prayers without Underſtanding : And thoſe are Prayers 
without Attention, where the Words and Senſe of the Prayers 
are not attended to. Well, this faith our Author, 7s unreaſonable 
Dofrrine, That to ſay ſay Prayers well and devoutly, "tis not neceſſary 
zo have Attention on the Words and Senſe. And I hope *tis wnrea- 
ſonable Dofrine'then, that to ſay Prayers well and devoutly, *tis 
not neceſſary to underſtand either Words and Senſe. And yet 
this is approv'd Do&rine in their Church; for faith Salmeron, 
Prayers are like the Words of a Charmer , they prevail even when they 
are not underſtood. IT hope again, *tis znreaſonable Doctrine , that 
in Prayer, *tis not neceſſary to attend to the Senſe; nor ſo much as to 
confider be is preſent before God : And yet no leſs than Cardinal 
Tolet ſo determines. By this time, I hope.both Preacher and 
Vindicator are ſet right in our Author's good Opinion as to this 
matter. Proceed we. 

Here I expected a round Charge againſt Afﬀertion 20th, that 
they avowedly allow what God poſitively forbids. It's. blunt and 
home, and what the Apologiſt makes good ; but this is a dry Do« 
&rine, and ſo he ſubſtitutes a new one in the place. 


Fourteenth Charafter of a Pulpit-Papiſt. 


Under this are reduced feven Particulars. - 

I. To cover bis Idolatry he commits Sacrilege, ſteals away one of 
the Ten Commandments, and by their Index Expurgatorius, blots the 
two Tables themſelves. | 
This is a new Charge, brought to the Account, but I ſhall 
give it ſome Conſideration, This Charge, he faith, zr not fin- 
cere. I. Becauſe they have the Ten Commandments in their Bibles and 
Catechiſm. 2. If they are ſet ſhort in ſome little Abſtrafis of Chri- 


tian Doftrine, -it's in Compliance to the Weakneſs of ſome Memories and 


Capacities, 
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Capacities, ſetting down only the Words of the Precept , without the 
Addition of Threats, Promiſes or Explications. 

In the firſt of theſe he would infinuate, as if the 2/4 Com- 
mandment is never expunged by them , which he dares not 
ſtand to. If it be expunged elſewhere, to what purpoſe doth 
he refer us to the Bible and Catechiſms? For if it be in the 
Bible and Catechiſms, but not in the Offices of the Church, 
it's ſtill a true Charge againſt them. And I remember it was 
both ſhew?d, that it was not in ſeveral of their Offices, and it 
was put to him, to ſhew in what puvlick Offices of their Church it 
ts to be found, But however, it 7s in their Bibles, but what is 
this to thoſe that: have not the uſe of the Bible permitted to 
them? However. t is in their Catechiſms. Surely our Author is 
not ſincere. For he once confeſs'd it to be left out in their 
ſhort Catechiſms; or if he is improv'd fince that time in his Con- 
_ tidence, I will produce Catechiſm after Catechiſm, where it is 
not; ſuch as the Child's Catechiſm, 1678. And as for the 
Abſtracts, even in thoſe the two firſk Commandments are thruſt 
intoone, and often there is nothing at all of the ſecond, but an 
ec. in the place, as in the Abſtrad of the Scripture Catechiſm, An. 
1575; which I ſuppoſe is that which he himſelf refers to, p. 57. 

2. For his Abſolution , *tis not neceſſary he ſhould be ſorry for his 
Sin , bnt only for the Penance. Here I preſumed our Author 
would have expatiated upon the point, and have clear'd their 
Church (if he could) from the Imputation charged upon 
them by the Preacher, and tmaintain'd by the Apologiſt , who 
ſhew'd from the Council of Trent , their Catechiſm, and the 
Practice of their Church , that a Sorrow for the Penance alone 
(or Attrition ) with Confeſſion to the Prieſt , is ſufficient 
without Contrition but to all this, our Author gives no Re- 
ly. 
4 -f If this ſhould fail, *tis but being, at the Charge of an Indulgence, 
or Pope's Pardon, that is, ts purchaſe ſo many penny-worth of. other 
mens Merits : And this is what is requir'd inſtead of Regeneration, 


Sandification, anda Godly Life. This, faith our Author, involves 
= «n abſolute Falfity ; whilſt it ſuppoſes that a Papiſt , who is ſorry nei- 
"i ther for bis Sins, nor the Puniſhment that attends them, has no more 
3 to do than to procure the Pope's Pardon; and that this is ſufficient in- 
W-ſftead of Repentance. This is a moſt abominable Docirine in it ſelf, 
and moſt injuriouſly charg'd upon * And yet as abominable Do- 
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Arine as it is, it's found and prov'd upon them by the Apolc- 
gift, from the Indulgences granted in their Cruſado's, and upon 
other Occaſions. But faith our Sayer, The only ground for it, is 
the Praftice of ſome profligate Men, in the number ot which he muſt 
then place ſeveral of his Popes. But to all the Evidence for this, 
our Author ſaith not a Word. Of this, let the Reader ſee be- 
tore, Char. 12. 

4. Arnricular Confeſſion, their great Intelligencer, and Leiger Nun- 
tio, is the main Curb of the Laity, whereby the Clergy holds them in 
aw, in being admitted to all their Secrets of States and Families, 
thereby to work, - their Purpoſes and Plots : "tis a matter of meer 

— Intereſt ; and were there no gain in # , they would be athamed 


it. 
Of this, he faith , It's a moft odious Charader of an Inſtitution 


Confellion, as it's deſcribed from the Council cf Trent in the 
Apology , an Inſtitution of the Church of England ? Doth the 
Church of England hold it neceſſary, jure Divino, to Confel(s to 
the-Priett, alland fingular mortal Sins, even the moſt Secret, 
whether Ads, Thoughts or Defires, with all their Circumſtan- 
ces, fo far as may change the nature of the Sin; and without 
doing which , no Abſolution is to be given? He may as well 
lay, Tranſubjtzntiation is the Doctrine of the Church of England, 
becauſe they own the Eucharitt, as their Auricular Contethon 


Confeſſion in ſome caſes. But, what ſaith our Author to the 
Charge * What to the uſe made of it in intruding, into the Se- 
crets of States and Families , and to work their Projects? What 
to the Allegations irom their own Hittorians? Here the old 
Retuge-is made uſe of, Silence, Of this, ſee betore, Char. 9. 
Re 3o 

: Ignorance is the Mother of their Devotion , which they are bond 
to by Vow, and nnder the ſevereſt Penalttes. This, faith our Author, 
is a great Calumny, and an empty Conſequence of the Preacher. Me- 
thinks our Author ſhould not be fo brisk upon this Sermon, 
which he has made fo extremely bold with, ſometimes molli- 
tying rac Senic of it, ( when it looks two broad upon them ) 
at Other timss tharpning it, lcaving out and altering, as-it was 


Tow Tgicrancee Tits, Bic iaith, he Apolegizer pretends to make outs 
; But 


allowed, even in the Church of England. What, is their Auricular , 


15 an Inſtitution of our Church, becaulc it allows and approves: 


here, when he mage tke Lreacher ſay. before, they 212 bound to: 
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But if it be but Pretence, why has not the Sayer expos'd him, 
and run down the Inftances of St. Benedit, Francir, Ignatins Loy- 
ala ? 1 acknowledg the Learning of many of their Fryers and 
Monks, but they are not beholding to their Vows and Rules tor 
their Learning: For the more they keep to them, the leſs Learn- 
ed they will be; or elſe I know not why the Jeſuits are not as 
ſiri&tly tied up to their Hours, ec. as the Benediines, But what 
is become of Aﬀertion 25. Their avowed Principles are to keep the 
People in Ignorance &, Where are we to expeR the Anſwer to what 
the dpoieg there produced in Confirmation of it? That's re- 
{erved to a more convenient time. See before, Char. 8. 

Here again, we want an Anſwer to what was faid on Aﬀer- 
tion 26. They teach their People better Manners , than to rely upon the 
all-jufficient Merits of Chriſt, All which the Apologiſt did undetake 
to prove upon them. 

But inſtead of that, our Author throws in a new Inſtance to 
make up the Defect, viz. 

6, They muſt wholly ſubmit their Reaſon to an Infallible Fudg, even ſo 
far (if one of their greateſt Authors ſay true) as to be bound to believe 
Virtue to be Bad, and Vice to be Good, if it ſhall pleaſe his Holineſs to 
ſay ſo. This, faith he, is a groſs Abuſe of Bellarmin. But firſt 
of all, what faith he to the general Propoſition, That they muft 
wholly ſubmit their Reaſon to the Infalible Fudg ? Is that an Abuſe of 
their Church? And ſetting atide Bellarmin for the preſent ; Is there 
none of his groſs Doctrine to be found elſewhere? What thinks he, 
if the Pope thould declare the right Hand is the left, are they bound 
to believe it? This was once calPd a Miſrepreſentation in the 
Preacher, but their own Lyra was beforchand with him (tho our 
Author had the good manners to leave out the Quotation }. 
What thinks he of the Rule of Tgnatins, That if the Catholick 
Chmrch define that to be black, which appears to be white, they are 
bound to account it to be black? Whats think he of meriting by be- 
lieving an Heretical Propoſition taught by hjs Biſhop? Theſe are 
Caſes reſolved by;them in the Affirmative, as the Apologift ſhew*d 
in the place-quoted by our Author ; but tho nothing could be 
objected againſt thoſe , and the like Evidences, yet it ſeems 
this. is a moſt groſs Abuſe of Bellarmin , an inexcuſable Aſperſion , 
a Forgery of the Preacher. But, why all this? Becauſe, faith he, 


- theſe words are not his Aſſertion , but an Inconvenience he argues 
" from, in proof of what he had before aſſerted , that the Pope is 


I 2 Infallible. 
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Tnfallible. But if it be an Inconvenzence, it's what he 1s contented 
ſhould be taken for an Aſſertion.It's plainly a caſe he puts, The ge- 
neral Propoſition in proof indeed was, that the Pope could not ery 
in things of themſelves good and evil, as it's a matter of Faith ( the Ca- 
tholick Faith teaching Virtue to be good, and Vice to be evil.) The 
next Propoſition in confirmation of it is, . that the Church is 
bound to belicve according to the Pope's Reſolution of theeate, 
Unl:ſs ſpe would fin againſt conſcience. 

The next is, ſuppoſing that the Pope ihould command Vice 
and forbid Virtue; then, faith he,the Church is boend to acquieſce 
in bis judgment in all doubtful matters , to do what he commands, and 
not do what be forbids; and leſt perhaps fhe at againſt conſcience, ſhe 
is bound to believe that to be good wer be commands, and that evil 
which be forbids. That the Pope caunot crr, is the Principle he 
holds to ; but yet to ſecure the. duty of the people, he breaks 
off the Argument ; and Jets it all iſſue in the point of the 

- Churches obedience and ſubmithon , lett they ſhould at laſt find 
his Holinefs has thus err'd. Well, faith he, however if it ſhould 
Sect. a u® be ſo, yct, as he ſaid before in another caſe, iz belongs not to Sub- 
Pop jets to dowhr of theſe things, bat ſimply to obey. And how timorous 
- ſoever our Author is to own it, how ſolicitous to bury it under 
the rubbiſh of Aby»ſes, Aſperſions, and F orgeries 3 yet others are 
not fo baſhful. Even Bellarmin himfelt el{cwhere doth admit it, 
C. 13.in Bark- with fome little qualification, Is a good ſenſe, ſaith he, Chriſt 
—_ gave to Peter the power of making ſin not to be a ſin, and of what was 
not ſin, to be ſin. Bellarmin indeed faw further than our Author : 
he knew well, that theſe Mctamorphoſes had been practiſed by 
the Tapal Authority, and if they were bound to believe that to 
be good which he commands, and approve that which he de- 
crees., When what was in it ſelf unlawful was made lawful 
by his determination, there was no diſputing. Of this we have 
Antoninz a notable inftance in Pope Martin the Fifth , who after mature 
Summa. conſultation, did difpenſe with one that had taken his Siſter to 
Wife, becauſe of the Scandals that otherwiſe muſt have hap- 

pen'd -upon their Separation. ; 

7. Their Charch-men muft live a ſingle life, whether honeftly or -no, 
it makes no matter. Our Author after his wonted manner, de- 
clares this' to be utterly falſe ; it . being no indifferent thing in our 
Church whether the Clergy live honeſtly or no. In this Afertion the 
Apologiſt obſerved there were two Points contained : 1. That 

| the 
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the Clergy in the Church of Rome muſt and are obliged by the 
Order of their Church, and their own Vow,to lead a ſingle life. 
2. That there is more care taken that they live fingle,than that 
they live honeſily. But this ſaith our Author is to fall much be- 
low the Preacher , but why ſo, what mighty difference is there 
betwixt ſaying,as the Preacher, that whether they can do it h- 
neſtly.it makes no mattcy ; Or more care is taken that they- live ſingle, 
than that they live honeftly ? For certainly noe much matter is 
made of that, which thev take no reaſonable care in. But how- 
ever he will not allow the proof of it offcr'd in the Apology z 
hich, faith he, is this chiefly, becauſe the puniſhment for a Clergy- 
man that marries,is mech greater than for one that keeps his Concubine. 
The matter of fact he allows , and indeed it was undeniably 
prov'd againtt them. But this, he faith, is not zo the purpoſe, it 
being as if I ſhould ſay. that according to the Principles of the Church 
of England, it matters not, whether her Mzmbers turn Turks, or no : 
And then ſhould bring this for proof, hecauſe ſhe bas ſevere penalties, 
even of death it ſelf for ſuch as become P.ipits, but none at all for thoſe 
that turn Turks, But. this is {ar from the caſe; for Laws are 
made according to the ſtate and exigence of Afﬀairs, and the 
Caſes that fall out, or probably may fall out, and the damage 
done thereby to the Community : But where there is no dan- 
ger or damage in proſpect, it's a ridiculous thing to make a 
Law. The danger here was from the Papiſts, and their praQtices 
againſt the Government, which was the reaſon of thoſe Laws: 
but there is no danger of the Members of its Church turning 
Turks, which is the reaſon why there is no Law againit it. And 
his Argument would be much as if it ſhould be faid, That ac- 
cording to the Principles of the Greek Church it matters not, 
whether her Members turn Heathens 3 and then ſhould bring 
this for proof of it, becauſe ſhe has fevere Penalties, even death 
it ſelf for thoſe that turn Twrks (for: they that ſo turn are not 
received into. the Church without as openly renouncing, as 
they profett Mahometiſm, which is. death) but none at all for 
thoſe that turn Heathens. It he had put the cafe right, it 
ſhould have been thus, That by the Laws of England it is death 
to turn Papiſt, and a' Fine of 10s. to turn Tzrk, in the {ame 
circumſtances of danger ; then it had look'd ſpeciouſly enough 
that they took more care that they ſhould not turn Papilts, tha 


Twrks, And ſo we have brovght the caſe home. For it wacn 
a Clcergy- 
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a Clergy-man is found-married, he muſt be ſeparated or de- 
priv'd ; but if he keeps a Concubine, he is Find but 10 s ; it's 
evident, which is the worlt crime in the opinion of the Church 
of Rome, Our Author ith, This was the chief Argument of 
the Apologift ; and it ſo, mcthinks when he had diſmitt this by 
a compariſon, he might at once have blown oft what remains, 
But though, he has not thought fit to ſet the reſt before the Rea- 
der, yet I thall offer them to his Conſideration. In further 
confirmation of this Charge, the Apologiſt appeal'd to their Al- 
lowances, as Prieſts Marriage is abſolutely forbid without any 
Relaxation or Diſpenfation , but Concubinage has been openly 
allow'd and licenſed 3 it's further confirmed by their Reſoluti- 
on.of the Caſe, whcn they account Concubinage and Fornica. 
tion a leſs fin in a Prieſt than Marriage. Theſe, it ſeems, were 
inconfiderable; fo neither the Argfiment, nor the Authorities 
vouch'd for them, deſerved an Anſwer. And for company our 
Author has diſmiſt alſo 4ſſertion 28. viz. The reaſon why the Cler- 
gy are bound to live ſingle, is for fear left having Wives and Children 
they ſhould give the State ſecurity of their Obedience to their Sove- 
reign. 


T have now done with our Author's 14 Characters, which 
conſiſt partly of matter of Fa& and Obſervation, partly of Do- 
&rine of their own, and partly of Inferences from, and Arguings 
upon them, In the two former of which (which are the proper 
Subje&t of Repreſentation ) I have ſhew'd there has been no- 
thing charged upon them by the Preachers as to Principle, Pra- 
Rice or Fa&, which they had not good Evidence for; and was 
fo far from being a Fiction of their own, that they condemn 
them out of their own mouths, As for the latter, it belongs 
not to the Caſe before us ; but yet that nothing might be want- 
ing to give'our Author ſatisfaction; the Arguments produced by 
the Preachers againſt the Church of Rome have been conſidered, 
and juſtified, So that in Concluſion I may here challenge him 
to ſhew that there is any Principle or Dod&rine, which is not a 
Principle of theirs 3 or a Practice, which is not a PraQtice; or 
a Conſequence which is not truly inferr'd from them. I donot 
think that a Mſrepreſentation can be juſtly chargeable upon a 
mere Miftake, ro more than it is upon the inconſequence of an 
Argument: -But it's a Wonder to me, that amongſt the Ten thou- 


ſand 
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ſand Pulpits, ( as he reckons them ) and the multitude of Wri- 
ters in the Church of England, and under all the Provacations 
they have met with, and in the heat of Argument, there can be 
nothing material produced againſt them, notwithſtanding the ut- 
moli diligence could be ufed, and the reading of Volumes of Ser- 
mons on purpoſe to make a Diſcovery. 

Were they indced guilty of Miſrepreſentation, and that there 
was No praying to Images in the Church of Rome z3 No compound- 
ing with Heaven for Unforſaken Sins ; No worſhipping Bread and 
Wine , as God himſelf; No ſaying Prayers without Attention > No 
Divifions among themſelves ; No renouncing their Senſes, &c, Yet we 
know where theſe would be match'd » when our Adverſaries 
tell us, The Proteſtants have no God , no Faith , no Religion ;, but are g,, ,z, jy. 
meer Atheiſts, and worſhip the Devil, as Poſſevine and Prateotus teach. yp. 106, &c. ot 
That to run dozpn Popery, tho he know nothing of it, is to be a true Son See before, p. 
of the Church of England. That Intereſt and Paſſion puts the 4- | 
Preachers upon arguing in Defiance to their own Conſcience, (which our S085, P: 53- 
Author, -it ſeems, knows better than themſelves). Or as a late _ 

Author, That Libertiniſm is the ſole Profeſſion, and the very ſoul of The Mirror of 
all Sefaries; | that is, thoſe that are not in Communion with T+ycb, p. 10, 
the Church of Kome ] That the falſe Church | that is, all but 12, &c. 1688s 
themſelves ] and Religion, hath no other but vile Hypocrites. That 

it Profeſſeth the broad and large way leading to Deſtruciion, granting 

Libertiniſm to the higheſt degree of Witkedneſs in one kind or another, 

Into which, whoeucy enters, forſaking the true, begins preſently to leave 

all Goodneſs , and becomes an outcaſt and ſeum of the Earth, as to all 

Wickedneſs and Prophaneſs. That it enjoys no true Spirituality , bus 

brainſick Phancy; and there was never any found Spiritual Book writ- 

ten by them. They have the Lord in their Mouth , but their bearts are 

far from him. That by reaſon of its wicked Obſtinacy and Liberti- 

niſm, it brings all the Profſſors thereof to Diſobedience, and takes away. 

all neighbourly Love and juſt Deling one with another , and bereby 

bringing Ruin and Conf::fon upon all Commonwealths, &C. 

If ſo much had bcen ſaid of the Church of Rome; what a 

rout had here been? What a muſicring up of Miſrepreſentatzons, 

Calumnies and Abuſes 2 What arguing in Defiance to their own Con- 

ſcience ? But I will here excuſe the Author of the Mirror, for he 

that can be ſo ignorant, as to tell us, that the Creed of Pizs 4th: 

(which he at large rehcarſes) was the conſtant Profeſſion of Faith in Myrrox, p, 

the days of Auftin the Monk, An. 596, and can ym _ "at & 
onk*s 
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Monk's Letter to Pope Gregory for it, may, for ought I know, 
think as he writes, and ſo his Repreſentations of the Sectaries, 
and of the Profeffion of Pope Gregory's Faith be equally true, 
and what he equally underſtands. 

But our Author is not alike excuſable : For whatever he may 
know concerning the Days of A#ſ{tin the Monk, I know net; 
but what he writes about, belongs more to his own, and fo if 
he falls in with Miſrepreſentation , his Conſcience muſt be the 
more concerned : And which after all he is ſo far from making 
good, that he is forced to uſe all the Shifts that one conſcious 
to himſclf of infirmity, -and ſubtle enough to conceal it, can 
contrive; which for a Concluſion to the whole, I ſhall now a 
little enquire into. 

I. The hrſt Artifice he uſes, is Diſclaiming and Renouncing, 
after this manner, If to be a Pafiſt , is to be that which is deſcrib'd 
in theſe Charafers , I declare, TI am none, and that I am ſo far from 
undertaking Apologies for men of ſuch Prafiices and Belief, that I bere 
profeſs a hearty Deteſtation of all ſuch Engagements,—— If this was 
ſo, T concluded T bad certainly falPn into the very mouth of Hell-Do- 
Grines, T as much abhor, as Hell and Damnation it felf. If this be 
to be a Papiſt ; then certainly, to be a Papiſt , is to be the worſt of 
Men. And *tis ſo far from being a doubt, whether he be a Chri- 
ſtian, that *tis certain he can be none 3 and that if he be bound to believe 
and live according to the Principles here laid down, he can have no right 
to Salvation. —— Whatever Church would receive him with the Pro- 
feſſion of all thoſe ſcandalous Dofrines the Pulpits charge againſt us, 
T would be ſure to be no Member of it, and if there were no other, but 
that Church amongſt Chriſtians, T would then begin to lock towards 
Turky. Nay, he advances further, Whoever will be a good Papiſt, 
muſt inſtead of aſſenting to , diſclaim every point that is here ſet down 
by the Pulpits, as Articles of his Religion. Let us now try our Au- 
thor , in ſome one of theſe Scandalous and Abominable Do- 
trines, who comes thus arm'd Cap-a-pie , with Deteſtations, Ab- 
horrencies , Diſclaimings, - and fee whether he be invulnerable. 
What thinks he of the firſt of thoſe, he calls, Follies and Abomz* 
nations, VIZ. praying to Images, and attributing SatisfaGiion and Ex- 
fiation to a Crucifix of Wood and Stone * What doth he think of 
the Office of Confecration, where it's pray'd that God. would 


- bleſs the Wood of the Croſs , that it may be a ſaving Remedy ta. Man- 


hind , a Sung Faith , the Redemption of Souls, &«c? How © 
> T would 


> 


,Y [+ - bame 3 as likewiſe the ill Examples of — Ecclefiaſtical Dignitaries, as 
". | f 
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would he behave himſelf .in the Company of Cardinal Capiſucei, 
who maintains that the Worſhip is to the Image? How in the pre- 
(ſence of the Arch-Biſhop of 'Bourdeaux , who defended the Cu- 
rate's, to the Word, the Wood, againit Imbert's, to Chriſt, and not 
to the Wood 2 Could he bear up to them, and tell them it's In- 
; famous, that they are no Chriſtians, and have no right to Salvation 2 
Which doth he think would there be the Miſrepreſenter, our Au- 
thor that Dooms this to the Pit of Hell, or thoſe that defend it? 
Of this Artitice, fee the View, Pe. 51s 

2. Another Artifice is to confound the Conſequences drawn by 
the Proteſtants from their Principles, with their Principles, and 
to make the Conſequence to be their Principle. This he was _ 
formerly tax*d with in Do@. and Pradt. and View, p.63. And yet he 
proceeds ſtill in the ſame order. So becaule they are accus*d$oof Ido- 
latry, therefore he makes that to be part of the Character of a Pa- 
pili, and then diſavows it. Thus he faith, Were Popery ſo foul as *tis To the Rea- 
in the Opinion of the Vulgar 3 did it teach Men Idolatry, to worſhip any der, p. 9. 
Creature for God, to neglect the Commandments, I would chuſe rather to 
be a Jew, Turk, or Intidel, than a Papiſt. All which ſignifies no- 
thing, unleſs the Papiſt ſhould believe himſelf to be an Idolater. 

3. We muſt beware again, that we follow him not too cloſe, 
or think after all theſe Diſclaimings and Abhorrings, that he is 
plainly to be underſtood ; for there are certain Reſerves and Expo- 
fitions carefully couch'd in, that he may retire to upon occation. 
Such as theſe, A Papiſt is bound to diſclaim every point here ſet down, To the Rea- 
as Articles of bis Religion, and as they are obliged to the Profeſſion of der, p. 1,2, 3. 
them, ſo to believe and live according to the Form aſſerted in the Þ- 54+ 
CharaGters, as here ſet down. So that tho they are never ſo plainly 
prov*d'upon them yet if they are not Articles of bis Religion , nor 
what they are obliged to believe and do, or agree not preciſely with | 
tbe Form, and as ſet down in the Characters, he may ſafely abhor, ; 
+ deteſt and damn them. 
4. If he be preſs'd home, and the Authorities come thick, or the 
* Practice and uſe be urg'd a little too cloſe; he has yeta relief. 7 
found, faith he, a great number of Matters of Fat, as Miſſacres, Uſur- T, the Rea- 
pations,, Murders of Princes, Treaſons, Plots, Conſpiracies, Perſecutions, qer, p..11, 12. 
' and other ſuch unwarrantable Practices, charg'd againſt the Members of 
= this Church [ of Rome: 1 found again the vicious and ſcandalous Lives 

of ſome of her chief Prelater, their Pride, Covetouſneſs and Luxury, laid 
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of Cardinals, Biſhops, Priefts ; their Ignorance, Simony, Oppreſſion, Cru- 
elties, Exceſſes, 8c. Then the looſe and extravagant Opinions of many 
of ber DoGors. Laſtly, many Superſtitions and Abuſes found amongſt the 
People, their being impos*d upon by ſome with idle Inventions, the noiſe of 
Relicks and Miracles , and being Prieft-ridden a thouſand other ways. 
This is in truth a Charge, as he faith, Iaid bome, It's worth at- 
tending, how he brings himſelf off; why, Here, ſaith he, 1 began 
to lay afide all Trouble and Scruples concerning my Religion, being now well 
{atisfied 5 How, that all this was falſe? Not ſo quick, but that the 


frightful Charatter, which ſurprized me before, (the matter of which it 


{cems is true.) was not taken from hey Faith and Doctrine, but only from 
the Vice and Wickedneſs of ſuch, who tho perchance in her Communion, 
yet folow*d her Dire&tion: And that *twas rather a black Record of as 
many villanous Pradtices, as ever had been committed by any of ber Mem- 
bers, ſham'd upon the People. What, as falſe ? That he dares not fay 
but for a draught of ſuch things the Church taught, encourag*d and ap- 


proved. What work is here for a Proteſtant Repreſenter? A Bed- 


roll of Abominations ! But ſaith our Author by way of Preven- 
tion and Alleviation, It's a Character taken from the Vice and : 
Wickednels of ſuch, who were perchance in her Communion, How | 
Popes, Cardinals, Biſhops, Priefts, but perchance in ber Communion. 
Has. our Author at lalt got poſſethion of the Keys of the Inquifi- 
tion, and can he bring even Popes, &c. betore his Bar ? That may 
ſound alittle too harlh; therefore the reſult is, that #*s ſham'd up- 
on the People, for ſuch things the Church taught, encourag*d.and approvid. 
So that, let the Doctrine prevail never.ſo. much, the Teachers. he 
never {o many, the Practice never ſo bad, yet here is a Shield, 
The Church has not taught, &c. Tremember it was once put to hint; 
and I find it not anſwer'd, We are often blam'd for charging partie 
cular Dofrines upon their Church,but we deſire toknow what it is makes 
a Dodrine of their Ghurch.He tells us,we are not to charge upon them 
every Opinion of Authors, for the profeſs*d Religion of Papiſts , — Nat 
the looſe and extravagant Opinions of many of her Dofors ; Not the dif- 
ferent Opinions of School-Dpuines, nor the Niceties a Parſon defignedly 
enters amongſt, but it we come to ſet Authority againſt Authority, 
I know not why an Aquinas, a Bellarmin, a Swarez, &c; -may not 
vye with our Author, and as ſoon be heard. And why a Profeſfion 
of his-own, That I have declar'd nothing as an Article of Faith, but 
what has been thus poſitively determined by the Church Repreſentative, 
or is ſo acknowledged by the whole Body Diffiefive, (which it ſeems he 
has 
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has conſulted) ſhould bear down the Authority of many of her Do- 
Fors and School-Divines, when they both have come forth with the 
Approbation of their Church, and never were condemn'd by it, 
for teaching againſt it, And now the Controverſy is depending 
betwixt them, and we are to attend which gives the mc faithful 
account of the DoEtrine and PraQtices of the Church of Rome; 
the Schoolmen of old time, or the Repreſenters of this. 

5. When all other helps fail, he has one yet.in rcſerve, for the 
ending of this Controverſy, which is a Challenge he throws out to the 
Author of the Anſwer to the Repreſenters RefleCtion upon the State and 

View, and not to him, but to all the Minifters ; nay, to all the Prote- 
ftamts of this Nation: | Shew ws the Papifts to agree with thoſe Chara- 
ers, that have been given them out of the Pulpits. | This is the Sum 
of no leſs than ten Pages he has wrote in Reply to this. But now, 
beſides the uncharitableneſs of this Courſe, which is co.enquire 
into the Lives of thoſe of his Communion, and to make Deſcants 
upon them ; and which when he appeals to, he gives a Provoca- 
tion not to be very overly in; Beſides this,it's of no uſe here ; For, 

I. It's an Argument that is contingent, and (1.) which any 
fort of People may venture at. Thus the Turks way Challenge the 
Chriſtians, whether they be the People the Chriſtians repreſent 
them. Let them come and ſee (may they ſay) whether we 2re not as 
Temperate, as. Juſt, e&&ec. as the Greeky among whom we live; and if 
Religion were to be judg'd of,as to its truth and goodneſs by ſuch 
acompariſon, whether we might not as well pretend to'it as the oy 
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ther. And if they find us in all things like the reft of Mankind,without more Þ. ;. 


horns and heads then who are the Miſrepreſente? And yet,thus ourAuthor 
argues, This the Proteſtants may turn upon the Papiſts after this 
manner, Shery us the Proteftants that agree. with the Papiſts Chara- 


fer of them. There are few Papiſis, but have ſome Relations, Neigh- p 3. 


bourr, Correſpondents, Acquazittance, or Converſation with ſome Prote- 
ſtants. What T require of #hem then.is to compare tbeſe Proteſtants they 
know, with the Ideas, Notions, and CharaGers of a Papiſi-Proteſtant, 
that is.withthe Notions that have. been taught them by their Prieſts, 
Pulpits, and Books. Let *em tell me pon due Conſideration, whether 
they are meer Atheiſts, and worſhip the Devil, and aft in defiance of 
their own Conſcience ; and Profeſs the Broad way leading t0'Deftruction, 
. und grant Libertiniſm: to #he higheſt degree of Wickedneſs, GC. ; 
(2.) It's Contingent, as the ſame Perſons and People may be 
good and bad, better and w_ in divers States and Ow | 
2 ANCES. 
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Pulpit-Popery, True Popery ; 
ftances. If this be a good Argument, it will always be fo in all 
Ages and Caſes and go where you will, and take them where 
you will, you will always find the Papiſt to anſwer our Authors 
Character, and never to come up to the Pulpit-CharaQter of 
him. Burt I dare ſay, our Author will not allow this to be a 
fair Method of proceeding; and that for Example, a Proteſtant 
ſhould deſcribe a Papitft according to the great number of Matters of 
Fa#, which with our Author he may find by Writers of their 
own, charg'd upon them, ſuch as Maſſacres, Vſurpations, Murders 
of Princes, Treaſons, Plots, Conſpiracies, Perſecutions; the vicious and 
feandalows Lives of ſome of her chief Prelates, | Popes | their Pride, 
Covetouſneſs and Luxury; as likewiſe, the ill Examples of other Eccle- 
ſraſtical Dignitaries, as of Cardinals, Biſhops, Prieſts , their Ignorance, 
Simony, Oppreſſiom, Cruelties, Exceſſes, 8&&c. And I may add, the 
diſſolutenels of manners prevailing throughout the Papal Do- 
minions in ſome Ages, Was ever this the State of the Papacy ? 
If it was, as our Author cannot deny, then why may not we 
take the Character of a Papiſt from ſuch an age, as well as the 


_ Age or Place where we live? Or, why not from another Coun- 


try, as well as from our own? This indeed our Author ſome- 
times refers to. For, faith he, This ys "tis ouly miſtake and 
paſſion makes Popery ſo deform'd a Monſter | every one will conclude to 
be true, who bas taken a proſpe of Holland, and thoſe Towns of 
Germany, in which Papiſts and Proteſtants live togetber in one Corpo- 
ration, under the ſame Laws, and making uſe in ſome places, even of 
the ſame Churches too, and this with ſuch Freedom, Amity and good 
Correſpondence , that their different Communion cannot be eafily difco= 
vered; and a man that ſhould come out of England, with his Head 
glowing -with our Pulpit-Popery', would not be eafily comvinc'd of the 


* being of any Papiſts there. Now *tis certain, the Papiſts bere and there 


are of the ſame Church , Principles and Faith , and *tis no Difference 
in this kind, makes them there like other Men , and here like Monſters ; 
but "tis becauſe there the Papifts are what they are, and here they are 
made to be what they are not, but what their Maligners pleaſe to render 
them. | 

I might here ſhew how far our Author is out in matter of 
Fact, that tho theſe live together, yet it is, with great diffe- 
rence. However, __—__ what he faith to be true, yet that 
is no fit way to judge of their Religion' by 3 fince whatever 


in Anſwer to Pulpit-Sayings. 
' not from their Church, Principles and Paith, but from other rea- 
{ons which are Political, ſuch as Intereſt and Self-preſervation, &e. 
For if it was from their Church, Principles and: Faith, Popery 
would be all over the World the ſame Popery as itis in Holland, 
and the places of Germany he ſpeaks of.But there is a vali difference 
betwixt Popery and Popery ; betwixt Popery when It is alone, 
and Popery when it is diluted with Proteſtantiſm. And if we 
would know what it is, the fairer way to judg of it, is where it 
is alone; not as in Holland, and Germany, or England, but as in 
raly, Spain, Portugal, and 1 may add now in France. For there is 
the Church, Principles, and Faith, in puris naturalibus , and if we are 
to be referred to judg of what it is, by the Lives and Practices of 
its Profefſors, thither in reaſon we are to go; paſs we over the 
Alps, and the Pyrenean Mountains, or indeed the narrow Seas, and 
there we may take a better View and Proſpect, than in a few Con- 
zerts here z who yet I doubt will generally be found without being 
rigorouſly obſerv*d, not to have chang'd their Lives tor the bettex, no 
more than their Religion. | 

2, Atter all, this is not to the purpoſe. For the Queſtion is, what 
is Popery, and whether the Pulpits have truly repreſented itor not? 
And Popery certainly was not there deſcrib'd from the Lives of the 
preſent Profeſſors of it in this Nation ; but from its Principles, 
and the PraCtices of their Church in Conformity to thoſe Princi- 
ples. Our Author ſurely will acknowledg that Popery is always 
the ſame, that it is what it hath been, and it hath been what it is; 
and if ſo, his way muſt conclude againſt it ſelf z unleſs he will ſay 
in all Ages, and all Countreys, Men of that Religion have lived 
alike; and therefore, to know whether the Pulpits have repre- 
ſented Popery aright or no, we muſt go not to the Lives of any 
Age or Place alone, nor to the Refinements and Expoſitions of a 
new Generation, but to the Authorities the Preachers went upon. 
But this is a troubleſome task, and what ſuited not our Authors 
temper or deſign; and ſo he quitted the one for the other. It's a 
pleaſant Entertainment to write a Character, or a Repreſentation; 
the Pen runs ſmoothly along, when it has Compariſon before it, 
and all the buſineſs is to deſcribe, invite, or inveigh ; but when 
there are Breaks and Interruptions3 when it is to argue cloſely, 
to manage an Argument, or to Aniwer it, it requires another ſort 
of Talent;. and what our Author watily avoids. And if he is 
beat out of his Road, and the Artifice has been detected, ow. - 
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Pulpit-Popery, True Popery ; 
hall go hard, if he finds not our ſome Retrenchments ro. ſecure himſelf. 
Thus has he proceeded from Repreſentation to RefleQtion, from Refle- 
ion to Proteſtation, from Proteſtation co Accommodation, from Ac- 
commodation ta Reflection again, from RefleCtion to Caution, from Cau- 
tion to CharaQer ; and at laſt, for the ending of this Controverſy, to pro- 
ſpe; that is, from the Principles and Practices of the Papiſts, he appeals 
to their Lives amongſt us. This is his laſt Refuge, and if thar fails him, ir is 
bur ro find a new Title or Method, and then he appears without Wound 
or Scar. And he may in the omar - ” _— ay ns _ ory 
| eq5, Feats he has done, what Religious Franuas he detected, and how unſucceſsful 
SaJings, Þ. 57 he render'd them in his Aſt Book. So that if his Reader be as credulous as 
he himſelf is confident, and ſecure in his own good Opinion, this may be 
a Windingſheer to the Controverſy,and his Adverſaries be eternally ſilenced. 
Anſwer to the Bur if the Reader caſts his Eye a lirtle back, he will ſee from Point ro 
Repreſenters Point, how he has left the Cauſe to ſhift for it ſelf. And whereas, now ir 
Refle&t. on the had become him ro have diſcharg'd himſelf from ſo groſs an Impuration, 
View, p. 67. we muſt be contented to have one anſwer to thar, and all the reſt, rhar they 
Sayings, p. 12. are #00 empertinent to deſerve any. Such weare to account the Charge of 
Anſwer to the his Repreſenting by halves; of continuing his Miſrepreſentations without 
Repr. Refle#. Replying to the Anſwers 3 of his not anſwering the Vzew; of his common, 
p- 28, ©&c. bur vain Allegation, that we pretend to know Popery better than they 
themſelves ; of his abuſing Mr. Montague; of his Infincerity, particularly, 
when he offers to receive us into the Church of Rome upon his Repreſent» 
ing Terms;- and when he profeſlſes ro dereft ſome Doctrines and Practices 
charged upon the Church of Rome, &c. Bur here he will ſay, I make roo 
much haſte,for'the two laft Points he has reply'd to in the Cloſe.Bur truly 
ir's after ſuch a manner,and ſo faintly,as if he hop'd 'twould be overlook'd. 
As for Example. As to the firſt he Replies, This offer may be ſaid to have 
been anſwer'd over and over. But the matter of Fatt defeats all thoſe An- 
ſwers, and is a Demonſtration that they are nothing but ſhuffling. Now what 
is itbss matter of Fa, and where is this Demonſtration? Thar follows For 
swhilſt.a man may be received upon thoſe Terms, and yet cannot be received 
rinleſs he aſſents to the Faith of the Church, *tis evident, that in that Cha: 
rater, the fanth of #he Church is truly Repreſented. | 
Any one that reads this, would be apr to think that the matter of Fa 
had never been queltioned, or had been proy'd ro a Demonſtration , be- 
yond;poſſibility of Reply. But beſides what has been before anſwer's ro ir 
| Over \and over, as he confeſles, it was particularly confidered by the 4»4- 
Anſwer to \ſwerer to his Refleftions, and the offer, 1, ſhew'd to be a * ludicrous one, 
Reflec p.32. © matle withour good Faith, and with no other meaning-than to pur ſome 
* colon npon'his deceirful- Characters of a Papiſt. 
2, Ir was replied'further, *ithat fuppoſe we could accept, :and ſhould 
* be accepted upon the Terms he propounds, yet we have;no:ſecuriry that 
* when weare.in,this Repreſenter either can,or wilLif he- ve-usfrom 
©being preſt to profeſs and practice that Popery which he cither denies or 
*conceals. And that becauſe on the one hand we ace certain that the. pre- 
*-railing parr of his Church holds that, which he either rejects from his 
*.Fairh,or ſays nothing of, and'that agreeably/to their Councils and publick 
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© Offices. And on the other _ we have. no reaſon to believe his Autho- | L 
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* rity in the Roman Church to be conſiderable enough to carry on his Re- 
* preſentation, when the turn is onceſery'd. , ©. [2 4 
Here the Anſwerer appeals ro the caſe of Þnbert , of the Phyfirian ar 
Goa, and laft of all ro thar of the poor Citizens of Orange, p. 39. 
' The Anſwerer ſhews further, that © we have not any-good reaſen to truſt 
* him, he having nor given us any reaſonable aſſurance that himſelf rejects 
*rhat Popery, which he exclaims againſt. 
And laſt of a!l he purs this queſtion, © Whether he would refuſe us, if 
* we defired to come into the Roman Communion, with that which we 
*call old Popery. 
To all which our Author replies afcer this manner : 
1. Our new Adverſary has one cavil here to put in,-viz. [That the Cha- 
rafter of the Papiſt repreſented, 1s not a good Charafter, becauſsthe Faith 
- of a Papiſt as ſtated under each Article, is not All bis Faith] Our Author 
has been ſo unkind as not to refer us to the Page for theſe words he pre- 
tends ro quore from the Anſwgg ; and I think after a - careful peruſal, I 
may ſafely lodg them at his own door, as an inſtance of his Miſrepreſen- 
ting Faculty. Any one that. knew the Anſwerer, and is converſant in his 
way of writing, knows well he had too clear a head ro expreſs himſelf in 
ſo infipid and nonſenſical a way as our Author would faſten upon him, 
and ſo as to argue againſt the truth of rhe Character, becauſe the Faith of 
a Papi, as ſtated under each Article, is not all his Faith. But however 
the Argument is not ſo obſcure, as his Anſwer to ir is impertinent, as 
might be ſhewn, were it to the purpoſe before us. 


2. He proceeds, This man has flill another Jongee, That (if be 4 Sayings, p.56. 


come into our Church upon the terms I hate propoſed, whether I will be ſe- 
curity, that he ſhall not be preſt to profeſs mu prafiiſe that Popery, which I 
have either deny'd or conceal'd.) To this our Author anſwers after a ſur- 
prizing manner : Marry (faith he) if he means by that Popery, the Pulpit- 
Popery, Fle give him the ſame ſecurity I bave my ſelf, viz. the Aſſiſtance 
of the Holy.Ghoſt. promiſed to his Church, which will never permit zt to lead 
her members into ſuch Abominations. He may have the ſecurity too of a good 
Conſcience, mhich tannot be preſt to tbe profeſſion of ſo much. evil. | 

. Bur whar is his ſecurity worth; or how can he p'ead the Holy Ghaſt*s 
Aſſiftance for not being led by her into ſuch Abominations, when ſhe pleads 
it for their belief and practice 2 Our Author would be underſtood, rthar he 
* Calls not an Image or Crucifix oft of its name when he faithit's an Image 


4 of wood-or ſtone ; and that he ſpeaks conſonantly. ro rhe: ſenſe of his 


Church, when he ſaith the Image is nor adored or pray'd to, bur Chriſt or 
the Sajnein the Image. And yer the French Phyſician was clap'd up in the 
Inquiftion for. the former 3 and the Condomian Imbert was impriſon'd for 
- the latter. And ſurely the Inquiſitors of Goa,and Archbiſhop of Bourdeaux 


are themſelves of 


WO 


Ic ſhall decide this caſe, or what ſecurity have we a- 


| | MStians fate, if at Gos, or of Imberr's, if in the Dioceſs of 
| Bb deayx-?, Well, but however, ſaith be, a man may have the ſecurity of 

>= .@ good conſezence,tahieb cannot be preft to the profeſſion of ſo much evil. How 
F . not be preſt? Whatis prefling if the Dragoons of Orange be not? Whar, 
BY if nor the Priſon of Bowrdeaux ? Whar, if nor the Inquifition ar Goa ?. O, 
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